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1. (l) iRT an^T SR'-P (tfiqiefl'tiqi '(15n'|tH) 3)l^*l, 2007 4>£l 

«nwi 

(2) 7f? 3TT^?I MWc|$l, 2007 ^ 15cf f^T ^>T HfrT ft^TT I 

2. ^RT5R 3TT^T 1999 4>t 31^41 II 3, (14) 4> 3?tfR, 'OT-TR (l4.4?) 

afR '3^r^ 44(4a w(4fcql ^ wpt *R, Rl^iRtRacl ^T—^Tm ?Rjt 'dti'i) 'tiWfSlcI 

ulc i feqi nfrRenftcT 4»t ^TPpft, ajerfcj:- 
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[MPT III—^54] 


W3 5>l Tf3m : awrercoi 


5 


m&n&w srm 


uwnhi aik . 

1. 3i^k ftflk ftpr k fefti crnj, tfkft <pt fftfftwr tftkk tkpf <ft to ft 
kM arrar t, «fr tfk> (iek AVikn) atk?r, 2002 (krft ?^ft ?*p£ xmjtci 
ftklafr ft> isft ■h'«i>£h ft> to ft PiRwkkrw t) sm *T®mkrtfftcr <^4 *in £fk> 
3 jk?r (£t€taft), 1999 (kk?*ift ?*p£ p?prj ftktaft 1999 k to ft fftk^ kM 
W t) pft 3I5?J^ n k 14(?p) ^ 3T#T ’TRftk <£WdN kf ftPW* PTkpTOF 
(wiISi<mui). sto k^r pp ft, ^r anft?r ^ pthr ft mk<HU | fftp pp 

3 lkft?T ft ftfftp k feP? 5TPR i> kf*R *T5P) t - (p>) PP^k ftfftp ft klTf PTfftp) 
fftror 100 top (ftkT), (?s) #k totoip to 3.00 top pfrr fkrs (ftkT) top 
( p) PwrSP *itop pp 15 kciw artSrcjro (Rfkr) aik knjPFf ftroft pp ptpp-p?pp 
pp pajraFj, pkro> kros 6 <?ftftfH ftroft (ftppktpp) pptp i akpf^k ftfftp ftpiftf 
ft kip ftfftp pepiPlftk f? 1 

2. '3P*il<MI3Tf ft Plfft<J?P>'l ftf WHmPP PM ftft Plft 3TWJ|c|<ft ft P? PTO 

psrar t fft ww ft<*j<HP' pkffpr ftprarf ft pt?pt ^ctiftlft l 3 ftk pktppgf ft 
pjtoj? 3 ?m ftt ftfftp ftpraft ft pmtp 3 ppfar pfftppgf pfi fftgi^ M t 1 
pif ftp ror ft pf ftt pipt ft? ftfftp ftroaif ft krp prk tfk> ftpgpr, sfts^t^ 
ajaifq; aft 2002 ft fftM ftt p^ aft. ftt gpftsn fftp anft ft ft l fck^uf amnp 1 1 
ftfftp ftfiarf ft fori TO’j.ftkprftt gpftHT fftp anft ftt ft, pifftpror ft fto^pp 

ftklfpr ftpT MPMiaft fRT ftfftp ftpraft ^ 'SPcTST P^PI vplft ^Tpeft ptFRT 3T^PFT 

pm kjpi PTfiraror ft p? ftt ftk k>prk> 4 ppf ^ ftkip p|p ^ 
pfkftp 3TPJ t, fftprft 31k ftrftf ft) ^k-kST (i) PTFIcT 3fklkcT Sid441 «H pftk?TT 
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™ (3n ^ * ^ 00 ** .« onafe* 3 ^ ^ ** 

^ * **ft a*. (iii) ^ W) * ^ 

^ $ qf^T. (iv) qaraaft g*, TO ^ fesfe**) ^ ^ 

^ cn^flRT if ( v) Tjqq^tirait qft TOsqr 3 3 Rqfilq> flsjj ( v j) 
^ ^ ^ ^ qjf^nf^ ^ f | ^ ^ # ^ ^ 

* *T T&ti qq W tlm *| ^ *q* !RH fcq qnft aft cfPRr. 

^ra afop ^RT CISTT ^T ^ f^T afi^rf- * ^ w ft^or ^ ^ 

f^R ^ aft 3^«rr aft smji anftsr ft tfcp aft ft*r f^mfRcf Wr w 
Jirte^r ft wf uf^rr * akn cct q»mf^F * *m ftaa> n <fon am 
uTHaqft q? fftqR fftqqr I 


^miRq) aft qjq qq WRf?T:- 

3. mfem 5RT -^T ^naff * f^ ^ ^ 5^ q? q^f 

^ ( *r. 16/2006 fftara? 24.11.2006) if qwW >ft ftlfta £Rqj * ftfe^ xjggajf 
^ *a cisq ftffta ftar to ft ufrRqsrf , 

Wtf qqftqftqraftfft^^^ . 

W ^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^UR * ?m ftlfta Sfop aft gator fcq qqft 

^ ^ **fcn TOI ^ qq^R. q^f q^ ft ^ ft ^ 

3TTOfRclT cWT qft 2002 if f^TERT ftfto ftto aft gator 1%q v*Tft aft a n WHwlI ^ 

^ I WRf qqr ft ram snaqaa aft Wft, mfiwanr 5m qgaa cmm ftatft 3fta>t 
^ f^ft imcmT, cTFlTT 3^ <& qRuqq, ftlfftq ^f * ftp? <m<t aft W 

^ 3I^R aft TRSfit ft qRcqfq foq qffft a* aft* VRa a*J f| 



[^111—^54] 


^spt TOR : 


4 . SRT 14 ' fe-HKH, 2006 tR) fcffocT feRfaqr qq§?T q»t «fTnfT «ff I <|S? 

quUM l Rqf $ 3 Fjqfqqq, fotfeRT femP > mt ^ 1 <F 3 ^ 5 ^ 5 T f^tf ^TPf q>t grtosT q>t 
28 f^THR 2006 7 R 5 q?T ftqr W| IclRSd fem fti qf qTqtffq qfo^cN yt)l?H qm 

ffiaftqant), qrcflq ^qftnq tRr qqmr qm (q^jjqnftant), qfqr qqTcrrarf, 
qnrtiqm qfqqqf affq mfreraf % sm ft i feu#roi qqgg ^r q>t qqit qt qrfta 
amfcf 28.12.2006 cR 5 q» i mR<fi tf WZ RujRwl q>T ^RRT £Tt < 5 f ^RAge ^ 
qqr «rr i qmmftqf ^ qrw faqft if 2.1.2007 tr* afrqq graqr qqfq ft 1 yilSuwui 

5 RT tRT y < 1 ( 113)1 ^ <1 qfsff, 3 Wfc{^ # 3 f» 1 Rn^/’ 7 ^ , 5 ^ qrot 



q?t 11.1.2007 q>r affq tfcfm qqR?narf qn 


y fci^rf^ q>F <i^r wkn toi q?f 12.1.2007 qft qqf q>F # faq q<> <lq 


anqlRta mw? f^n -jrjt i gq wnM ^ qfflfq £ftR> q$t fqflan ^ RRft 
qg ^a i l qq faqR cutrt fr>q | gq fe sr R iq l qq qreifq iftraqqfqffqnqtft:- 


5. y i Rxwm srt qn^fq tiffin tffiiaff ^ ffiiq tRq> aft qfgaq qfffiT RPiRk; foq 
arffi q> qq qqrtn qq yffiP i RM wri art qrtf if qfffiq £Rq> if qqqq qq 
(jfeftlu i amiq niffi qft «>i<Hd q>f 1 qqqf ffiqR if, qsmq. qq Ri^ta aitfiq if qfq 
tt qrogr qgr t affq wr q> qrw-qrw w 4 *il«ng(H tRiaff $> ffin? qmq tRqif if 
qffit ant t 1 gqnt aiffi R qq, Ftffi qg qq> ffi ftqr ffi>. ^aft* ^ q?q ^ ffiffim 
ijon<Rtd tranj ift qqpr <>t rt qtt t ?qtcn? w aianr tRT qq rfrt atrarfar qm 
*f q»nq FTrar otrt qrf^cr qff ttm 1 g i a i ' R? ^ qRrq ctnrn qt qm rfm qq 
qqiq aft on qras^ft f f^nFr Rftne qpf ^ yqlcwia ft < 5 t an<h(Wd foqr rt q^ aftq 
if tt rF qraff anq '^Riaff ^ f^nr qnw-tr aftSw gt qrastt ti 
qR yil 6 R>qu i qg qgqqr toi t % qftfcfq qqRf qjf foqr rri Prm 
anqqqq? t, y<M»f % qtPfq ^Riaff ^ f<qq qfrftnr q*ntf q«n ttqqrtffqq wr 
P wfRci faj rF q»f qt*nq qqtoff afqqtq qn^ i> qwft^n swr q>f i qt 
jfraifw ^<r uwait % Hiftq*q«i gm 2002 if ftqqr qtPfq if ft 5 q qrF 
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3>T *7S7 feRJTI 'JW'lTOI #lcJ'l) 3# 37R7 oqf^Flcf W7#7737f ^ 3JT ^Tafa 

%aiT 177f#7RR INT ##7 tf#> eft #*77 ftqfftcT # vfll# , mf^l 73*73* STfRR 
ftmm 3Tfajg> t 3f# Pitnei^f ft ^#*#7 ftgfrur #^7*77 37*7*77^ 

IP? f? I ’jR’ i'lPf'i AciiSTf ^ Sfa ft TffiRqsjf # L|A|ti<1 *7# *77*77 *7*77 3RT: 
irt fft**i7 377*77 3 71 3^ ti 

6. ^i# 573737# sfk 3*# #rf ft ftfft*7 ftftq* # I#* "#*7 m gRift w' aiw? 

^ *fr f^TR 3*7 fft#7 f#T7| 73*7# 37g*TR, g?*T fftqfoJI 3ft f## 57 t77o 73> 5R7 
?3*-ft333> 3* 3ft 1737*1 3ft *7^ #ft*7 #77# 3> felt* 3lfft37*J *t£f ftnfl 

7STT^7 37fft*J 3*ftf# #cprft*7 Rrf*R7 #77 5737*7 3R*f ft c37*m ?nfftor Fl# 11 TTETIcI^f 
^ ftfft*7 tf#5 ft W*7*7 3* ^fecftui # 37*7*77*1 tmA 3> 37*# *757 # # ftf^ i q i | ^ 
77? 'dH*il<K1l3ff 3ft? \3 M •m'I cm I 'Cl'loiT 3ft fftftTcT 57Rlf#A|| aft | 373fft> gpy % ^pT 
W$Rl‘l 3537 3>7 77*faf*7 fft>*77, ftf gpy ft \3^73ft 37gs;i# *7# eft | 

7. 3#77*7 ftft*7> 3737 #ft*7 W?37?*7 *R 15 ulrl^ld 37fft3J33> 3ft 37^*# #77 t I 

WTtoSTf 77877 *3*73> #10'll ft ##7 ft3137f 3> fftfX* fft># # ^7 3 3ffft3Jo3> 3ft 
3<7j*l(n 3*7 cfKSI fft#7 Rf>^l F I tgw 5737373ft 77877 53*7# *f#Ru*!7l'i) ft 37^^^ # 
3ft^ ^ faPlR'C 3>*7 # 3sft 3ft t, 3#f# 53*7# 3) j'HN W'R W Rif l ’d 

##7 #T7 c^ Rtt; ##7 TR dl^ ^77 I fuT^T TTEITR^f ^ 3ffSRJc<t) ^ 17^ 

7lfcl1#!77 STO ^ t, t ^TTF^ t 1# ajf ^rRT^T TFcR 8R 7377^7 # | ^^4)3 77^ ^ # 
##7 ##7 if WH gff 37^?R77 W7 RBRJJTT f^TZR t % RT^RT ##7 if 
fo# # ^7 if ^ STl^Jc^ Fi£T F#7 xnrf%tj | 

8. WFT#T foTT? 77RR # 7R, \377*7l«WI 71877 vSTT^fTcWI #73*7 THHMcl^ l 

f^ff 3)faRcfd 7R777*77RT 77*7777 ^ Racily § R7377J fcRo^ *1dc|c75 yi|l J l if cTTg TIRT^f 
^ I 3# 77^773737 *7F7JH ^Rrf t % ##7 ^ 77R77 7 tth^H7''H ^77 RcR u I 37^7 


[WTIII— 


WRT eR : 3WINk“l 


9 


w t afk w$ sppr yfor ggR 3egg> 3 gjg> fg truftirt g> fen? 
yfot gft cpng 3 3jfo> fog giffo i gsgft, ffoft «fr mpm* ^ foo£ %ggg> ^ 
W? qft ciKdfcfr RPm 3ft? ^rf^FT 5> W ^ foRR ^ fo? 

?nf*reT alriRcw HPra g g fSfa g£f g>r t i 

9. TtRfn £fo> ^t TT^qrST Rg ^ 'H«l(S)rl g^gf g? TR^tT g?T g# fogfotf efr 3tRTgT, 

yum i lM ^ ^9i 3 Ttfor fonarf if gfoqgf g>r gfor ^ fen? ;fog> *j?ng fo? t i 
?g ^sngf 3 ?nfor £ - gtfor Sfo> g? yugRUu gst ggpg, imm*! ^ fra fofo 
czgReg atfor for cran fo^g -tjtiitigcii gft gjsagcr gRgr i gagft, ygicH+f gg fog? 
I fo ?tfor for ^rf%?r gRfor ^fon? gran? 3 yfoggf gfog ti 

p *r 

\. > < 

g?pre f gffon if gr^ gieg^t g>t grrg: 

J 

10. angpft ?jsf 3, g?pref-gg 3 fofo ftfog gggifoff srt lasur gi? ^oi^f 
gggt g? yilSigwui irt fon? fog w t i gSt gfe ^r, 4igi$d foT 
ggrararf/isg^ forf irt *r g^gf g>r fotft gr?g if fog w t for^ gig 
<rt g? h iI Shr oi g>r foegfor fog ggr t i 

l 

11. ^fojeig, fog fcratf if wr?t gg if gsggfor gg anfot g?r «rm g»r g£ t, 
fagg> gim $ for ggrar/for yggnaif gSt ggtfo^ig % ^rfor $giaif ^ for 
rp; fog £ftg> ^r wforg gg foter fog t i 

ij^gr gr'o i: 'wgg g> «^feg>l«M ^t ftwiy gtfor g^ *ft ffog ungf: 

^TTt^g mm # mm m ' ffe &f w mm t vfrfc ?w mzr d %°fo we 
t wm t dw)<t?/> tfotir *f firm fteft §? srffttr miff ir 
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: hM *f, mfegRR gff FtcTT t WR gjf if gRg if Mg 

4) (SlM cTT^T afR ^yR if RfM gf 3Tefmr) <ff M 

:#*? ^ W> f^T W Sir ura mftgRg ?g gig gf angcPR ?r ggr ag <gmgR 
<# M enuiK 'Hhi-jj #? g? ggfcr g>g ^ yfciwf^ch gg ggj ti 
WMR gft nichal gff 3RRfR WTT uTTcfT t, eft RBRg gf g ftu|R'M'}oq OT Hl ckli a ff g?f 
3fWV)ftM JJyjfr W yraFT cfvRT W 11 Mg if, '■*TRcT if fM 

^ Vf&Q' if STcT if M? trt 

3 ;^t g^ f^IHfclRsld MMt g CT >l'tel’f l g f:- 


"5T# ^ WIRERRT <£ Hfew ^ ?W <£ gR^f tR Mg # l WI 
"*"* ufrRggf g? wf gif ggrg ggg t i ?g gRgr gg iMt gR?r 
^ ^ ^ " 7 Tig uMrerf " gg ?gRg M |g aM^fg gfR gr^fg 

^ ^ ^ Mragg Rf srr ^r ggr § | ^rrj 

^g.^g if, 5^T gig gg ftMfcg gR# RRg % ggr £fk>f ^ f^ P i ngg gg 

U,MI ^nM, Sfgif MRRgj Mg>||S)g,R gg ggR gRR tl tRg 
wMtr gg f^W^R ^T gRcf if g eft gftjof t afa g # TRffgr % t$ t (• 
3^'* ^wstt <f W ^T aicRR g^gg Mjt t M Mg 

Tfip fltete 3rfegRur (<Mggrj2t) % gggg gf gg* gM ^ MM infStgRg gf 
%#Td35T aiggfgg gf Ik sg, am M VfgicJT ^ gk ^qff gff gsrif ^ Mg 

W cfT*T fcRT «TT I' 


in grfrgRW $ Mr t >tffifgRfgr giuiR agft ??rt gfkgg g^f ?3 g f % ^ 
^ ^rfkg gg M ggffo nfkraf gfr aragr^f gRr ggr f i aRngr, 
5rt gM anMggf ^ Mfgr t % ^fk» grgTgi gggr afr? g? gMr 







U tl 


fvR^ Sf»?r ^ ? Sg^n%F3^T#^ ^^iTO- vjiioi t, 

m&it ^t\ t 1^1^^ vnfam°\ ft W 

w fli<Wi#*w- ^ wfi ^ (©) 

? i f :i F! ;; ; vj F <r :| 'pi:-';:,: $ ips^T nr nft » V? FP'fBiK VT feTFiFf? 

• 5 ^. ^ fwPgn lgprtjSr % wt 

wect«; ; «ri%^r ,%^ipj) 5 i '4 wi m&t wm #htos#^ ^ 

^merr n#f st mm t fft> fft*>ft is 5 nrfcp *raran> nft mftnr nvjnr 

nil ftHlg^'ftfeft^Tpi sft 90 huRV?B# fta#)t, 

ie^r wftm&ib’&t fttyrra mss^ ftp?fSNft vtd^rasjF^/^ tf?t 

nmm ^fyft? yt(M is>i sift ifa - i ’^nt snisi-rwft i ftiirfSWT fot inswi Wfn 

nw nft: (wfolftn! : stei i: 'an#*® mi imwi qft nft'."*ft«*T>'i) nn> 

i‘ : '9 k^i-:? tt?vpFf.fl£ 

r. - t _: .'j'p jjyg£j;j ,j F TfipF PrFly fiF? = rpi F:F Flfei£ 

11.2 iftNfprftnr Mmre fcffgn- nft m n#r 

i <n? #fc*ni nMRMrf.fmiRnft $ 3* 

it uira Wr w uifftcMw 5nfn^r :nfe?ftnT ^»iitMwi '£Rwft fft^rre 

A ic^R ifftn tfttp it ftt wfttcr n* ftnr nrfH 
ftrefiifeRfrOT#ta? swfl&sft wi^ftpa^rrgftRT sftTT/srafc ?^- 1 ‘ 

., ;•/■; • • •'>"■. y- :; r,ycTiUTT-"' ? - ViTyV^ 9'P' vja?T K/PV i -1 r: 


; rp-y W :sTf& E-t r 
;;r>Tp'P Tptf r^pTl^Tp’ 


^>) i?<h^«h inr i ftm £ftn> ft Pi<i<«i wtRSRrai ftft& ?ii ft ftgftnft \*'a 

mfc<M»i im iftw ftt font nnr t 1 ara cra> ns m?r ctcf 
ir ,(.p( H ntn eft yrft ft nswjft fttfft/tftfftnro> inif tmm^TR ai^?#nR s r' 
; «3T«^ , ni»l ^ fol^' <9rtt«l41 t I W*tl«PlS*^ nfti ^Hp 7 ^ t f '*-' 

mzm ft nftftr i ftmif nft i *t«i ftraT ftn? «nft i 

mRkiW'W ‘«)4 inraft i nm^H nft «w ft «r«®* f< ' 

'.”■' . ' -VV-.-,fi ^ }?:Vv^\v WWW '•^•\V , vV> 

Tpqf $ TOT IF d$i<b\ ^nPieJ # fwrH-1 A i 


SF F‘\-> 
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$ ftaPTtfocT ftpJT W RST t (?*T <R 3t1^ <R ^ 5fm $ 
3TC *1FT ^ *Rlf <& ^ t) 1 

(*r) Pm cmr imtoiaff tR ^racT: <sffcj<T u fa^M Sftcp 

^lumarf *r sjezrh ^Tor 2 ^rq Pit+tfl ^ ^rferr t q ^-i i a rf 
* ^TuTTR 3 fem RTTORJ ’qtGHI3Tf $ SfSjfa S I Rfl^ gc^TT 3 
Hl«ll§ei <)qi Hqinitflt 3Tf?faT xivjI'M TlfcT Rmc (anV'fl^H ) !Tc(M f^nj 

f I 

(’T) Sici *i)«ii5ci ^cfT yqmiaff ^ SRm liqii qi<?f) Z|)uHI3ff if tjq> 

5®!T wRqd'i ^rsf ^sarnr t, uff ^r-cpf g> f 

crtt £rt^ ciw 3 !rataviT3ff w Rpnjcr ^ki* erf % 1 ^gir if 
^ttc <prf-f5roi«H v^n% 7%^ gr^pr* g^ 

3rgwn^t RTlrff 5RT frpJT W t, cTrfeTT t % m ^uff 

3isfr^ rfrT 1*PTC <1*1 ii RTGRef ^RJofr if 34 TjfcT?RT ^ ^ t cTSJT ^T3> 
3rfiTH^rfrf?r?r<j>rft% rfrfg tr sm^-irf 
3TR, ^, Ic^sm 3ik rf&freiP ( ^ijcff^ ) *TTfrrf M l rfRfr tjrfg 
^"1 ^ cJcHT 3 19 TffrRIcT rf^Tcp f| 

11.3 3RT: *T? t 1% PNc) ^R tR ^sflqq^rff rf oTS*T sRTrT jPJ ^JcR 

’fanSef Rt?r TRTcTI3Tf gRT WW t%1? qq ^frfj } ^ ^ ^ ^ 

TTTf^T WH fc^ f j 


11.4 ^ g{'Ki »ffe fferr ^rai ^tt % ^ftwr ^cn ycdcii gr?r cH i' Hn 

** Sfo? firff if WRT feTTTTTf | qprff i[, ftrfj ^q <pfaqq 


2 3mSR TL ^ 3 / 20 °6 feriW lQ 12.06 £m -Jet,?u)v 3fm mV Mfeft ffc m* ^nr vmfor 
^mv ftPmrm mftww, 

3 'Wfcvi tcftW^Tc^W mFT cTTU&r 7? #7? v^Te^ fejfcfy w.01.07 


[MPIIII—W54J 


W : <WgWKW 
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■fle n a rf if RpR f>^r eR, ^teRro, Ret, ^-arrarf^r Frtt iRR. ^fcra-aroifor frtt 
it«m? tot rtfeR fcr tg> jrrfter t, arofop Tsar tor *R t tot tot 
TJcftcT ^rtf Rw t ft> tfrtf W eTTTO it rttt #1 it % I TR> 3tfFfsTO 

Tjq 4 IRT eFTR TO FTot R 3tg*TH R 3PJT1R >3TO dloTHRad *jcTOf£R iRiaff TO 
TOFR 3| [ tt>oH ftrcT pi 2006-10 R 3Rpt 66 UlcRId itl^3TR rtf TO if ^ 2010 if 
75 ftfoTTO 7>. TOT Fgq TOTOT I HTTOT «lc!<6W'H«J>‘Mf (il-d^it) R TO^R it 

atmW ^Rr*h affa> ff^tr (tftartTjarrt) i 3tjRr 2006 rtf writer 
' HNtfR vjflkiwpi ito*j<?R tojR to sprit f^qt^ 4 5 6 (fait F*rt fto> «rre rtfsfRstrt to 
3TOTO 3>FT TOT t) if TO TOTT t f% (itfiPT iRrsff 7#cl) Rtot iRT 
g§t Mfc l ^ I tTc TT R TOT i Ri 2002 if 6 P%7Ict % «f<4<fc>t Ri 2005 if 12 TtfcRRT 
Ft TOTT 1? I 

11.5 TO^cT:. M lf SR R R it TOFt?f-TOt TO16/2006 i iR f^RTT t % T»TO TTcfR ’rtf 

FtcTT t % ^FT M^lrll irfct/ftfiTOTFT Pl u f4f ^ Fti FTR sRft elRf 

F?t 3tFf 'rtf ^TT i)i5ci t, FTet R TO? if tfrt Ret ^ 1?, yfif C H5 £ »> TOTRt if 

TO%, rj^Rff FftgR if MRddH TOT eTTFiRT FJoFT if FRtit StTR I 

11.6 3TcT: TO F>FT TO 'H+'dl t f4> yiR<tW u l ^ FTOffR ^ f«RT, TOTO ^ 

mRuhwtoj 2firtf if FRRt %-ffRtto ti fto* arR, to % rtf Rrotw tot 

?FT f TO TO RtRf TOftF FRctT t ft) F^ ^ «R, rtf TOTOfiR t, FFT tft«F 

f>f ’rtf li f^t tof rtf RRTjf irt Rf r? rtcrt^rt if if ^Ptsf^r ftptr t ftraif 

7TF cpfT TOT t cjcfHM ■JJ^rof^cT ^T (41^^) TOR ^trtf 3tf?R5 # I TOIFTO ^ 
cfR, TO 1iF SfSRTT ^>foR fiF ^5 ^R TO 10 Wt cPR 11 FTO>t 

4 ?faFT mwcfa 7? ftr&g v vftm ttfaw/ tjmfrj gvww tfm fcm 8.11.2006 . 

5 3 TFrfe?f 3rfa> $Qw/m$?r gfew vOywH dc% o/v fmrffir ^fur 

2005. 3r$of, 2006 , ^ ftovft / 

6 cf# ^ 4 
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THEGAZETIEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III—Sec. 4] 


4 ^ vmW git WSRT Pi cl HI gag gif aftt 

siPlm ^5m?iT ^ aim ?t gjfcgn sgg> ftgfrg, Pr^?r sgppgg •jqf 4 qg mr 
t %; foftqiw/41fcHa imrof ^ gra 3 ^rrir ^roff 4 tftq> g>g gR% gg 
HWI gg W 11 

til*' 1 2: '<lPl'*l gt«ll$<H givilW g>Mjg> Rgg 3RT t‘: 

'W vtnm?** smm ntigmr ti, tit umm?nv tiffin tim w mtitn : m- 
?i $ m¥t nffimmt mtit wj #/ m: tiffin ti mntin nti ng ffintif tir titin 
4mw timati ti mv}w nti nti ffintif nti §<mr ti ntiti nzm ntif tf nrmn sm: 
tiffin tin, ^7 tiwrgd tim tin m w ^ tin tir 


ii.7 urPmR % gg> gte fogg t gag gggg gg gg t gig ^d ^t 

u<nd.i3fr srt 'ilPf'i SRw> ti ^sim fum sngR tr ggr fegT ^tt m t gg Pgg 
fcl%w ^RRf ti MRuilH'M'hM g tim ggf^g 31% 3Fjfag ^ f:- 

(g>) yiftcr,^! ^ gg rtt g?t t % g? mg gg? cjivriK ^ gr ^ 
'hRckT-i'T gjf gR clan fg f%mf ir gfegr g> t R-ci l d % gggR 
^rfcrgf tit mrg gk ir gg4 <&ffi tit srjRfcr <kr ti f% ?rPrg «|g 3 

PlfgT nfcRPlf gi?f f', g? <1Pi*i SRm ggsft f%ufi| tr xjg: f^EfR q>^< || | 

(®) ahr 4 tftifi ftftggg gggggg? t gr gff, arraR g? g^f f 

'kf HmdV g? Pi u f^ ^ gFTT f% g? ^g ^jRr t siargr «t®t, 3i% ggT 
^ aR ggp<T gfrRggf t gT gff I g|g^ $ mPigRR ^rt gm?f gg 
gag irt 3g^g 4 3igf^^ pR'gtgg ^tPrg ^|gr ^ fcig gg 


tWv 


il— r ^! < vi’}’:’• 


*FJW$»Tto??r # Wsfa yO l Wnf f*pft ifcft 

H<cnj Q’Hi *i1«ii^«i ipflvli ^ xlPi»i stef A $ |: uif^n>v<*( # 

qra ’H*h*i$*ivV ^ fcnj 'ftPnr ^hrrarf ^ ^ irrflra>w ^ yrcr 

Wf?qY TIW yffiS ^raf t T^r<s^j-|jdyl,{# ?*#=■<& fcpj ft# 

:rf?5 % ireraratf ^ a^ps#*, ^p siuid i aiT 

: $&■ TO ftft 5 ! 5iR *{«# *1 ^RI XjfJIF ♦KH 't 

sv PPc#iH4/WIW #rftw*lf 

-.=;:; ?J *r£ *r 2ft# 4' w ywnftftfqr wi f ' v fe ~^a 

11.8 JJlf*l«i>VUf# Wf # ^ ^CTftrn; pT ^ flp W 


Pl^'l # ’ffc f^JT fvSRft *T? 3>5T W t ft> #ft'l q> TOilW # qqftld 

# ftwtfto&as#, ufaVfaci yfcfwsff, wt wwii# #?him>«« d 

^ ♦is"» ^ r, ssj srnraw 

’H*»ii ft» jftatx <Mtl- *i*f*J,' ifr ygffl # 

S?JJW r^f K’tSM «H<i ^l:^ i#feil?( 1998 # ?}*f{ ^ifWK IJ^q •:ftyf'ffl 

tfRTre *R Wf?f wtf $ waFIT W' #lr *m # #*71# ^ 

^ M 45 #*n <sw*ft t ftn* hR^h****! 3^1 

^ 1 . I«ww?>i J|j?jf 43* l^u qft # fhftt 

4ft # cfty W4#. IHft, 4>• ^", ;14iBi<wtyi ^rftvwl PuWdlft 

cNi ^ #cf ^rt's # wr ^' 3rf^ c >itft«F wh f^r^r aFffRf t 

^ ^ j flftt Sffe,.. ? W^!| 

r'ff. 1 '; .i i . fi; r--;> [Tvr;v a r;y ;a -W; iTtJS^Jj 9'P j<3« pi%T5K, {f^Wp .P V/PtV. PPty ?V 

7 *^Pt*T tlqhfll ^ feR 3 Rh> 1 ^ ^41011" ftTO tRW?f ^ ff. 6 / 2206 24.11.06, ^ fte#, ^ 3.6 

* ftfcr fife (&p 'r'FT^T^'HS 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4j 


atafsrawT 3 ft t# rrtr tern eft ^tfcT rrt Mw? cjerrr %crr3ff f ft 
folRR eft RR f R3?t fq, <pf ^4)f)c»sWT ZR RF RR t ZRfRR 3 ftffR R5T ftt 
RTRR t RReft 3ftaR ?R «TMR fa\ Wft 3TPPF SRRT t, 3TR: ftft ft ’J^tf f gift 
3>t RTqft ftffR 3R RTRR RRR) ft RTRTT ftRlft mRu|IH'W*>H ftcTT URTRiatf ft 
tw f ft ftfti 

ro 3 : Rtff'i Rfeft err m arfezp rfr r fIrt': 

'fafaf ?mw&R gm um?RF> fa |w m ffafa fafa wm faffan fafaff iffa 
w fa# srffan> W(W fa fan/ gn> wrniw w&mgw fa fan? fafn wfaff mr 
gunr nwn wf *rm i ffa ufa gm nwnm fa gpfa wm fan mfa °m 97 w 
mg €t fa fan 1 wrfa gwft fav fa mwn> fan %fan w mow gnfan nfa t 
fa yum: fan fa jwt ?7 97 arm ffak fa t n fa Ufa 97 / faff nf fa Rfa fa fa 
w fafn fa fa nnfat wfan fa fam fan mrfa fa fan fa famnf faff/’ 

11.9 qR) TRt RRTRT IRt far Rq RqftcfR EJRRcR ft RF RlfttR ftRT t fft R Rt f 
RTRR f yfrl'WRf RTFft f 3fft R ft f 3TTRT <fR?t f fft R l P l EIR^ RIRTR f fPRqEjf 
RR RftEIT 3 I FRft 3RTRT, RF RTR fit? fftftt R®H?RF«R fa fftq ftzfT qRlRT fa RRR 
fa RRR ftffR £fft?) 3Tt?R) RFRPjyf tJ^RT Rff t, FR RSR fa ftRR f RRtRTPtR 
R13R Rft f^r RR f I fR RTR fttFRRT RTTRT t fft Epftt fa PRr*H zft RR ft 
RRR RRFTT RTqRT RfR RTRR zft RftRRT RTRR 5TRRT ftftft PlRlRR ftt EJFr RRf fa 
fctq 3RRfR ft | RqRtZR3?f % Rf 3RRT Rft R>t RT RRRft t ^ft ^RT fa IcR 
3tf?Rj EJFPt RiT tfTRFT Rt ^ft ^Rt Rf RRR RRf RRStt RRR 'f 3I^f%IR 
R9 ^ wfr arPr^ ft, rf ft FR RSR Rit err f |q t% fttfR Rfsft sr rr 
^ tf aifazfi RFR t RT Rft I Rl^tRRR «Ft <J'feiht u l t % RRR R^ftRRR 3TIRR 
tR qtffR RRRf f RTfhft 3TR7RRT RRR, Rlf&RR RR RRR fa R^t fag f Rtff fa 
3TRRRR ^t 3ft7 ytoHl(fd t^fRTt R^ Zf?t qcpRT 3fR 3RFFRT Rdt^R ftft | 


[^nin-TO4] 


: <»WIUR U I 
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*^<1 ^f'o 4: '<Yftl J l Tfal *ie«jqRfci t’- 

yrgfa #/## %farr w ?c73$# ^ i ^ r ** ffrrttf *ft 

&MW<t>(1l 3# ^7 ^77# # . 3tfc W fatft wmW SM # «77# 37c# 

g?7g7T <t>')fo:ft<£ # <377#^ # <»n7## # 9# <3777# #/' 

11.10 79) <d€ff 7 TTTtftfqTH 5RT ftt? 77 57T TcT 9>f Hil«*q»x''i # #R ft)7T ^WT f^T 

TlP^T TftRTf # £Rl*> 93f ftf#7ftcT 7 9)7# ^ ftf7 73> 7FRT qoflet 'flff •lim I ffT 

^ 795 'dM ' Hlcw i 7*?iRi7i!H # ^frr £7 arfftr 9# 1% rfftfrFraft ^ 

% TTTfR if 797 TftRftcT fterfct W Ft ^ £ 3J87fcI fuR vicMKl 9# iStPW TOR 
gygr F9T, # 9p5 £t W if #7- lflft9H 73c7R 97 77 I 3R: Ulft^ui 97 7F 9<T t 
1% 9ft #f#7 #f9T 9# 917 ##9 «RT ft9T vSTcTT t eft ITT tfftffft9)t 97 eTPT 3FT9 
3TRft ^ \J9T 7T959T £| 97^ 919 £ftl) 9# 71719# dfta 9# get'll if 3Tft95 775T 
RRTT £ eft #9T 97 <dM9l J l #97 9p5 eftft IT17T £t '30i*ii 97 <ei<T)Cti£ I 

#0 5: ‘ft^lHH TtftPT ift*t) 'cflfoi'i 7t #t# £*: 

"wfarfa mfarm # jt7# f¥re 3 wfa ^tfafa (mmui fafafapr wm 3# 

T&3 W?) Rifef tft ft, wm&> <37*9 Jcqcp # *iotifM$*i'!f # w/ww V/9 Pf’lit 1.99 
5577 # Wfifaf 357 ?# # (Tty td44> # 37F7 i pfa <377# W # #/## # 7799 
< 377 # mme^wnf # i 77# rrfa fare w mi?, nft fa <3 r*r 3e<fa # wsrm$w?f # 
fan 077 ?# 7777 # wfat em t. mrfar w nt §r 

9 \ .v 

11.11 *lt«!l$d yxiid^A ^eStef dN ^ cT^TT T TR7T *F*N 

cT^TR^ eft? 7^ ^T ^TT ^e4<^ ^tf^PT c^ fef^ sfeT f*i"ic 1.99 ^>^4 

4?T ?tf*PT W 3T^T OTT? t, ^TeTeT t i WT?f ^ ^ ^tf^T £f^f> 4?t 

4ft 3TT4^T4 kTT ^ SferfeT ^?T 4?t ft>7JT W tl 4?t 


242 GI/07—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 
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mfoPT 2 3 2002 % RtfSfrr TWR yyft U^frmt cI®TT y> fay yp^ 

ftftcT ?tf*ry y^TR yT ft^nui y> ygy f%ofzj TRpRf 33 ) ^ gp^f^r £ 

fvp£ 5^:\3^d fayT W £:- 

‘ qR ‘ T ^ 2002 ^ f^rsft yflyyyy yyinyY sm yyrt yy y y pY 
y^fur ^ we £yT % yRylt 2005 y*ft wZ gyy yy 

^ yiftwi sm w-iw TR yfa.>f3 i d Tfly sHcflyy yyrjY if ^tift «£ 
^R®r aff 1 ftyft *ft wi yyryrajY £ Rtf^rnr yyy ei$y ir ^YPfy yyy 
yify yyR yr arfayjyy £ y£f y>t 1 £ g£?n ftyer yftfa'y <r y^i^y 
^ ^ t I ^ 2005 £' ^tf*fy yyy ei^y yyR £' ^rt ^ yipy yfa 
ftyc yft y*ft foyr wryT yyyjy anrmy £ 1 3 fay. 500 afrr 
arffer^ <£ft ^ ftn? 3.99 y. yfcr ftye yr y'^yy £fay yr^ y y i ^^Y £ 
?y we y£ *ft £srr yR ftyj £ r 

iny, yrfayyy £ iRp^f ^ £ 3 ppft ^ ^ 

yyiy y*£ yft wra $ y>ft yr ypr 3y yyerarf srt yr^yf yr Tjpf yy £ y^ 
ftyi »r*ilr ♦ 1 yyrytf yy yT y«rf?ie £y Pihi3+1 n £— 

TlyT yymwY SKI y^Wt +j«mi»i ^ yiwRy f^fR®T <Yy y>t yY? yj£ y> 
yiw fWltf irn £y yy#H £ffcfae yyR £ ynft yf£y yYftfy ^yiy 
yynr yft Wrcr £’ y*ft yY ijyf yy ^ yrgyY yy y£Y y^ i yi trjj £ j 
?yft yyrr yiftryyy srt ftyfy 23.2.2006 y> ffiP i yy £r 3pj£ 

«ra ^ f^wfm £' <£fty yyR £’y£ y£t yt ifi ?r' 4 Y yft yYyy 3fr? 
'jlPi * 1 ^khT if ftry yp; ^yyr £RyY £' ^ yy yfcrf£'f£y y£f f^yT 
w t, I 3 tyiyT. wr tfRT yyyy£Ya£ srt £y yjf^ en^'y 
£' yywilftm yyy yro (yuftyR) ^ i 5 °yfrrem ^ufiaiw ^ 6 yfcrym 


[gprin—^p*g4] 


*t nf nnft. yf % RRm tft 3©* afrto* uraf * H X& t, TORnpf 
ffRT J Ji6«t>l ?PP Hff H§nRft nf f I «Rtpr:, <pf y^id<t)T ^ ?RT <£ ngftf 
Himn *Nraf * fey im\tf^f #^fe;ft.# 
iiutr ynfor ^r ^ g f ^qtrf^p ^ f r 

11.12 HUigof jraicraff 5RT TOT ^ 3 ^fjfrr tr Rp^ 1 ^ ^ 

!T>TR g5T ?R> f^RT mrrtf ir TSfaprjf yff t, 3Wfq:- 

(^) « ft 1f«r mtfr m rw M t f$nj rp; *n%r> f^rr «hrr $ 
3R?rft|<p Mxilrtci £fcr> wff <£ ftp? rpj; *n%cj> ftRmf ^ 
ariSra? t i 

w w. **T*TFTC * urn * <* ^ ^gr tnrmraff ri 

F^TFcr vrtnft ^ftor ^ r? qicft -Rffi* yfr ^wtfr’ ^r * 

TfoFT Spy RT FtfaTcT <|R# t, .^ im ^ IRR tj^IT 

t I \ 

W •kfll'l *i. RRT £ TR #fr JRR ;gfa Tr ^ 

#it vnrrararf, #bt fa w «rarcr w f, * ^ 2ft* ^ 

< *’ <,el ^' fc— ’h«H<Pi$«w cR> Rt f aftf y? ^a|) jft-ths 

•'H*»*H«Tf ^ Hff 4 t t TSfT % 1§R HfaSR RRt<fr l $«N ^w ip 
■TRTnnr-.fr-' 

?^t no e/yfftra 4 R»)‘ ©t aRnr <fR^ nff ^btt wrt niffy: 

?tffn Wh>) cbm smn $&w 3ik Wf &fc m wm iftrf 

3Tfam &mf mr immrf fam ysfamr w * 
*<fl tufomw $ feU? Wtwr 
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'W & f$> vVV 3i'ci'fa ^ /cv<, y 

&HN smuf^rf rf rf I vfrf ?>& RRl^C erf & trfMfljrff rft 3H&rfcf cfrrf 3? 
fcf? rfmi ofFTTf vt WT W J7P7P" eft W Wef) £, Wft $0^1 3? Sfcrfcf 
3FV ifalrff ft fof? rffa c?F7tf ft srfzft? gc*7 77 ^ W<??d/ #/' 

11.13 efP> 1% eTFRT ^ PR ?JeP P* 3TTCTftcT P^ - ^TeW PR^T vjIT 

arfSr^>m ^3^, pft ctprt sfK £r?r -P?t fct#q orsfe^Ti snft ^ ^ t, p^ sptp p 

tftpft P?t mRlPWU| 1TRT Tjajp* 3 P#t ^T PTTPT Rflp, P?T PTfap^ 
fM vjffcf p?t p^ f 3fR f^FT PPPPf *i1 «j I ^ el #P PPRTJSf! P>T PF PP? ^«hl4 P# 
TTRTT PPT t, carter : - 

(i) P eft ^IPT PPTcTT3ft 3fR P f\ ^PT PPTcTT3Tf PP U Id Pi Rice] P>^t PTet RPPPt ^ 

m®PW»T P>t PF f 1% ftft PPP> IfNT PPref ^ ^PTPPPP? cTFTcT 

TJoP ^ PR TjoP P^ t 3fR PtRtP v^ft #J13ft, Pft eTTPeT T JeP ^ PR 1 JeP 
TR ypTP P?t PTT P^t ^PTSft P^t yfcf^cf PReft t, f^hd-11 RRjRP PTPT fteTT 
t I 

(ii) PRT ^flPP ftwt t RTPTR PSP ^ ^RfPR ^fPPP f^RtP P>P ^ 
Ht el l ^d ^foTPPft 3 PtPTP PPTP PR^ Pft el Mid Ru><?} PT£? PFRT ^ PP?t 3TT 

t| Hl^fp ^^Tet R^4, pf^RfT ^fRrf<W P?t f^PTP? 10.1.2007 P^t Rh)c5 ^ 
PTef qft RTPP Rl%?f oJTRsPT P>t t t| t, f^T^ fcpTT PRT t-- 

'^TRcfPr y^ldP>Y prt Rwel PIR PPT t v 5TP 3PT^ -lcqp> q-lrt 

f^y. ^ pj^ efT*T TO fp t I 

(p>) ^^pr ijePY ^ Rkip^ 3tt^ # PpYft> Ri^ prt ppT ^ f^p ^ 
^ vJHq>y u f ^ PR ^ I 



^s4] 


«PI WTO : sr&TVTT'JT 
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(h) ’tiw hsY *n> afo oim f*raT ^ «t><td hr* 1Y 2ufY araHRsprr 
qft 3FT37Zra7{fl «fY, »3Rft> fop* 3uft H>Y 3fr? W® # | 

(*T) HKtfYH HR4>N ^ X?H> HR HR^ xr 

vmiciqiY H?Y 3rfclR<W ftHT ,# fwl'H'A aiftqilfcl 4>t)<)hH % 

HPfY 3TT^ 1 1 'H'i«frR jJRT fvSTcRT 3rfSlH> f^HT villi’HI . 

HfcT Herfn #^?T vRRT #1 H>H lY»n I 
(ET) WR 1TRT ^SWR 3M«l>'l u lY 3lt? 1 NrY®Y' xr R*pY HrY #HT 
*ic*Y If' PHiftd H>«iY<fY fox? utpY ^ wrftfw hr# h>Y 

ofTHcf *rz t cwt hYht3iY ^Y a e-tintii i 

(3) 2 vift v#YXRRH gi|-M)<Y ^ feR ^ RI^R OTWrY W H»*ft ig£ t, 
fart "l H5H ^ xj^Rc He^Y R|«hY uhlfY lltaYPlHflH 

'HH>Rl*l If, cRTT >lf*racr: *TRW f«RH HH XH«R> H®T 2v^Y HftXRRH 

«H*l')«WI HR «m>’ll | 

(H) U^lot«pY ^ ^ H»Y ■HISltJI'0 H i O«RI nfcT 

fl«-H4>l$<R 3TTETR H>Y HffefcT WT ^Y HR HRcff 11 9 

11.14 vJV|<l<Xtl ># H? t % ^ 3T#H> ebK4> f vjfl 'fflHI-H cfa XR ^HTXJ 

«HW«) cp'fl'} H# dl’mY H# ## rj# ^ feR X3 RRHt 4Y 1? I ufY<H<l>IH <YhHT ^ RRT 

> 

\j£Y tftqi ^HM xr 3TKJHH XJR 10 if HT$IHRR gRT y<t>lRld HHRT HF f%^ HR# f 
% #ht jRmr ?r <i®n ^ hihv^ BfacT afftm oyr-M ufcT sroRgr (x^iRxftxj) hto 

HR 7# f 1% HF XR?R I^FT TratH X]R #Hld4i 1 vdM , *lY<K1iaTf $ fcR HTeiftHi eft? XR 

dli&rt H?f eft I ?R RH>IH ^ WrYtH H>fofi ^ foR 2 X5. nfcT fare gen of^f 
^Y H5Y HHc# ^ feR 3 HfiY ^R ^ t. Hit 3RJ zfRHTSlf <fc • 

STcPfcT HRIR if ftflHH H>fR TRTRf ^1 Hiff 3#H> t | fXfT^ 3RTTHT, 3IEZJHH ^ H H l tui 


9 ^fr, TO. 21-22 

10 1 
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t viftcHcbM Hftff ftn? huhi Tift ftrc (aiw#) o.so h. t, # g>n 

ftdlcpT TJ# tldd ^ ftp? 0.70 T>. g)f STRft^T 3)f gel'll if aiftg) f? I 7]? 
s>eel<d'^7j | ft> IH TR5T7 3)f tf#I> T9)ft. vjflft) ft**! 3TRT Mzjt«f?TT<sff 3>t 
aiicj^^ci i a ft gif t $\ £> ftp? gsm hp to g?r pf «fr, ^ ft «tnewt g>r 

qftcl WT ft vl'cci HPT WQI'I ftTUT f? I 

11.15 3TcT: ftcTT ggicTlHf FTTT SJH 9)f gf %cTT Fair Hl$*1 lift® 3)lft 

vMt Hftft wrft) c!STT ftftcR) ft ftp? HliftcT ftt t, ft^T 

ugidiarf ittt snfSfg) turrit hsm ^ftf ft ftp? ipr Tftfft ftf arftctT wl« 4ft If I 

iJc^gT HO 7. ' HITcfig 1£?HHR ftsT fttfF TFT t': 

"mfim fiaffit W W ZT X Sf W WRtffit fW'm £w SFH <3W& $w'w? 97077# 
9 # germ ft firm pfr £ 3jfc dw $ srfit met tef £ m # fitter /ft? 077 ft te 

snrnpmrrir 

11.16 fH ffecpftr ft TPTafa if ftf3TP?3flf ft yiftcpTH ftf UTTpT fftl? TTJ SPlft 
ftftlTT fftftgg it nftpHri TTOTTg (3tlTftl?H), TJHTT'tP}, fftitlfftfti? Plfftfa, ftftftlcT 
TJuft PT HPT (HTTHtfttf) $i}cNt 3fft TRTTelftf ft HOlft TRTTI 3TTft ftft «pIcih*I 

ftr fftft TTFgtgft aft? gjfcPrg ft#f ft ftg tjhpt ft ftp? ftr^T 11 ih tw 
if ?#!? q# | ft p ?m #f ft Clef) ftf HR? HTHTf ft 3TWTT m ftf 3ft? Utfiww % 7IF 
ftps?# Pl4>H I ft) ftftPT ft ftp? ftft?) Tftftfg if TftfPPT ft ftc^cR H#PT if ftff 
TfftHH TPTTcf Tiff gfrn | j|?T fftg? g? TTTfftHTH gft ITT TRI giT 3TPIT? fttft ftgf HI 
TTIT t:- 

(<p) ftrr# gf mi HIRPjyf qftg fa 3tP? f ftpf Tfc^elT H#PT TJHfftPTTHt ^ 3^ 
(c|^»1 u l if HTftcT Tiff ft>7TT t I grgn: mi ftft?T 3t^WTR gpff gff 7IF H7J 
eff fti FRifra gRR^H ^r#ra sfft ^flw ftfmoif ^ ftp? 3ti*il<*) ftftn 




tnwifl—'Tffgg43__ __23 

w ate t l sFfraft wrsw PiMlefftici Smvti 3 wrfctf^j ^rf ^ 

TFT fcl 

(a) *TR?T # tfll'rtViH ^ 5^ XR '3^fm‘ TRfrf^WT ^ HlfSraRR 3Xf Wt g>Icf 
SWRf ^ 'flu**) <£ WT if 3(M^ felRdd ^ XTFT 'WH if <*>W -Hiq^ 

TR^cT fo>XJI vSI'Hlft? *15^ TRIPIT X3TT ^ t TJTfiRRW W cT«I ^ 
aMSHcl'*rff t 3ft Wl if ffifelN ^T3ff ft £ftq>.if <*>ft an# #, mifa 
?*t chi!}* ggt ftf ftafftan^ <fie*r*ileT* gw ft tri* if we 

3W 3n<mg» t I HTftgRor ftf fftxj 7JT7 ftj^ if StRftxpr STfa^f if 
sraft ft xpr fiftft arerfa xwp site arw ftr fewt if ferai w t fopf, 

ftftxRR »TRcT ftft 3ftf if v^?f ftfa *R% gift gRT gxidH fftxj Xjfft ( #M) 
ftf XRSft t, ftfoT TPTR TT^McT 5!#f fftxjT XWT i 

(n) xgg 2003 % *ntf 2006 ftt sraft ft ftw wra> i $«Kf ftt wit if ffe 3 fR 
Bft T i mw XWTft fftx* P? fiPTCf if ft TfrWTW £ftxp ftt if 
xpft (cHK^i*)) % ffir Xflftt FTftftt gw* arfiTEP W ftt XTP ftt ifaftff 
ft’TTft ?f^t ftt ftft£ if ft f4t*W feftl W t fyRt ftft XRgcT fftiff W 

, f;_ ':-■ ■ •• ■:-»;« . - . 

'’TRTT ?PT ftcT f*Re afl^RT m if wft W wW 2 #e Tift 

Pro # xRg xtf HRTffxr uxiiciiiif ft for; g*flH g>r fftpi fti c^d t I 
aftw xftft xift ’TTF 400 fore ft ftftgx xrgtr gg>r t ftRift ftfxfteft ftt 
SfrtX if gw if oPT PlcTT t I H’dW'hM. XjajRxffg if 

fexw T^f % l" 1 ’ 

(xt) ^3ffTj^/tft^jx>fr if »fr tjf ^5R f^rr w 

9 

t f^x ife ^T ^flx^ i; XTfcT?RT Xff ^xr if ff fe f ijjljVti if ffe xrfr 


15 IWf ^f^tcDvji, afrr ?tor f^ng> 27 . 11 . 200 e, ^ 13 
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2000 ft 15 ft cTSTT 2005 ft 44 ft ^ l 12 ftftcT feTW, Rlci*«K. 2006 ftt 
ft ft «RTFTT W t f^> cfKT^ef^T ft ^ ft fcT^ 3ft?RT 
^ft3lftftfti? M l Rftd ft ^ t ft ft 2001 ft 26.9 wfci^ia ft 2006 

ft ^?ft fcPPTTft ft 36.2 WtcWd ft ft I fft> ftcrfftd fftt fftftft ft ft ftft 
ft ftt31l4<^^ HIry'■it ft d>eH! ft ^Jf W ^ddl t fft> 'HKold 
ft H i fft r ^ i J i eh i J i , ft«r u r srfttef, siiftd, srftftft ftftfft fftift, s^i^d, 
wtft, ftfo n, ft, ft> sfr? ^t?t ftt ftt ft HTfth ft 

3 ? 1 ft sft j 13 

ff) f?r m\ ft ?wj otcTO t 1 ft> #ft 3 ifttftq ftftft ft ftft wef ft ftt 

ftft I 3T^fe ft ftt fftft ft ^?ddK ft 3PTft 3TSqRFT ft ^Tf 

fftft fft W t 1% ft ft ft eFTcTT t fft TJSTTft^ ft Rl»iicic 3ft? 

3ft? y(cl*JI? u l ftt oTFTcr ft ft dMujci ftsnftft HlRldl ft ftt^ 
PKMe 3nxpfr i ^fft ft^r tjt^t €t ftsnftft ftt racial ftfercr ftfti 14 
(xl) ft 2006 ftt ft ftt ft ft fft ftft ftft 15 ftt ftft ft ?Tf 
3TJEH fft ^FIT t fft ft XTgW ftlfc? 3rfftft ft ft3TTftft ^ ft ^? ft 
3TTSTT? ^ 71 ^fftld 3ft? 80 yfema ftt ftfe ftt 3fr? dd^i TI^cT oTPT 88 
yfi^ld 3ft? 154 S4frigid ft ft (ftftft) ftt ftt !4<rdl?TT t I ftt RhU 
ft ^If ftt ^fi T RIT 1% ftt3TTfttft ft ftft 3T5HH d^cf? ft ^ v d 3ft? 
vJ-ccjd? TJSftft ft ftft ! 3TcT: \3ftt 7JF ^ ft fft 'HkoI^ cTFT?et?T 
3ft? Iftfty i' c ft # fcF? TTcfj 3TFP)ft^ 11 MTO, viM^4d fftft^ ^ 

3T^??N ^If vdoft?sf uTT ^F>cTT f fftj ft tftftt ydleiqft’ ft letq 

MRcbR m ijft ftt ^ITRcT 3ft?f?T ??FT?T ^f^T: 10.7 ftrm?T 3ft? 12. 


12 ^ 27 

13 ^ftcT f^EI, ci i q^fl 4^-W, 2 ^ 06, f^TT4) 19 2006 ^ 69 

14 3Tdft Tttt^ zjrr t ^fcfi| ^ >H^I, ^fcTWT, 2010, R^l4? 2006, ^ 25 

15 cj^t 1 


f 'HFTin—7sn^4] 


MTCrT «FT TITO : 
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14 Rfctem 11 {JNT ^FT £ftq> ^ f^TrFT <£ foR eTFTcT 3>t TRRT 

tg aft ^ f*T ^RW5yf ft 14 5TfrT9RT tcRTT FFT tl 

{&) ft ^IXol-4 F> feFJ f^efftRT tjjft F? eTPT (aTTNafrftlt) aft 

7 I X, HT ftfftft IftNTft STNT 10.107 aft 3PTft ft fftmi *RTT f aft yfft 

^9(i<pi5«ix arfftaf^r ^fta-w ^ Nsftf fn aflfr wfta?tr ^ for? t aft 
% 3TR3Tt^ Eft aft ftF#Ta> F^frT t I 3F #RT af^T <ftftERT <ft 

3tg^TR 28 jrfcRRT ^T 31 wfcmcT t aft fftrft) ft) c[fe Iftm elm afi 11’ 6 

(ar) *nftt f^'kti'i ^ for? cM<m aft anaaaarorr ^ % ar^ ft ejf ^r?a t fftr f^t 

^ ft ^ NTTST—NTI 2 T StlrlRcm ijufl'ia 3m aft 3fT<1?i|cbc1l Fftft , NNg a®n 
^ftaNT R^Cl/fft Nftftt I EJF ftt NTOa t % M&<H|c( ^ ftted 3 F'ff 

^ *ftft HRqci-l 3TFJ t fq? ftaT aaicTT 3TF sft FftfSlcT 8rFcTT 3fa FTeff^JcT ftaT 
ftfeoT fn arras ftftft ar? Nft f i f^t aarra aft ftfeer aft arorffa (ft a far atra>r ft 
umowT aft sa sar eftftaNT aa ?m saew araift f anr <fa> sa ft ta tt i fteaa? 

ft ^llRet Ffft Ft 'FlfTT I 5B TON yqieicpl ^ feTF 3l|c|!|A|ebe1l ft ERFft 

arftt ant t i 

(ft) s*rcft aianft f^ hm^) aft garaT a>aft ft a^ ar feddW Nrraft ant fftron-ft 
^R°T TOgfxRT Pl*eb4 Fiff Rebel FIFT | ft?ft i> ftfa <t>a¥lRr1/3TTO, i> NfR 
arsjeiiqwr ^ R<bw fsf, arsfsmwT aft totert, qHiaftafta af^ 
aiN'HiReb itef, gar Naftfa aft arf^a> fn, 4>aiPicb / RPiawa> smT, Itfftftr 
OTTcft aft? srw?, weft <fi\ ’frf^/^tw ^frfer, q^fer 

cl Ml ci R^kcr> HH cb cf^TT 3R7 0 - ^TT>F^fr|ch q^cT 

3fcR cZJTO t \ ^ Vc<pi qjT vjsfrr ^Ttf^PT ^KT geRT ^ fcR ^ 
^ HR^gf iJHT^qw t i: 

(3T) 3j*R qqf f% 7 R ^rpft ^TTfqt q? W|H ^ M^qm Mlfticp^ u l ^ ^ 

t f^> fafttTgn^ ^5T f^^qtrf ^eT f^cTTqr? >Kl^cn tRRTR^) ^j£q t, wft % 

_ (■ 

I6 .4^, 21, ^ 21 


242 G1/07—4 
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arsrfcf #*ry £fty* ^ yreriyy P vsoism y*y^f ^ f?ry f^u 
tjtit 1 1 ^cfT U^Miaff ^ wi 3{y^ feiRsm 3 y? y^fyyy f^JT 

t ft>, *^f*m yTuTpy foyft y^ld<t) <£ y*5T <IViRy y>T W y^cT Bt^T 
*TPT FfcTT t r 3TcT: 'PTC yiy ^ y? ^ foP? y*t^ yTT8y yff t f% 

m^<byu i fM amyki yfrRyerf y> amny yy ytPiy ^ryrarf fay ptt^%rh 
2fay -tf i fa'y y?r gyffaT ^ hI^ii^ ot yyrayft ^ ptpt afty eft yft arsfeyraT yy 
yrc y%yTi 

<»> i 1«hY ^ B^ry spy yyyy 

vjn^cw fararf cfc 3i<Hicii, yfatyy ^ vj^yyf afty yyyyf y?t fayT yyT t: 

I ytftfn ^ ftfan yyyfY ^ fay 2ftyi yftfay:- 

prnm afty yryryy arfrcf y> fctPyy y^y>f, wnf^yf ^r fated 3 etc afty 
ynsrfaff ^ yfay yM yty, y^cj, ^yyy> 3 Ft^ =rrcfr yyoft fen? Prarc 
£Rn, ajt? apy yfyy ysyff ^ fafayy anyR yy wif£i«r>'< u i ^ ?yr an^yr *f 
ysnftP^f^ RiPih y«i«bl ^ fcrtf 4)foi ,< i 2fat> gy:fayy y>y% yy PHy fayT t i 

I 

^r^nnRf ^ foR MK^f^icii 3 cfv^r alk ^raf ftR ^r R^cf <*>k u i) 

y|f?|c^yu| i\ tfgs^T OTR 3fR cpffcT yrn^f cfft f^TZTcT ftR W^\ 

«fuTO ^ftfoFT ^ WT ^ ^<td Nil Pf m WR f^RTcT cp>T Pl u I^ lei <41 # | ft €4 HR 

yriicT^ g>t viij^er^f pr # srerrcR pr ^r 

airier ^ctt t i mfS ) fr " >R T ^ wtt t f^ ^ ^rf%cr ^feT 

EHR ^fRT f^PRcT uTTcft f rft ^^T^fiRf ^ feP? 3Tf^ 3fk 3Tto? 

ft^TT I prfcftr, 3TT^r RPlRse ^ToT PR ^ ^T»ft 

y^TR ^PhIcHcT t 3lt^ \3^Hcf, c^T ( ^Rlf^T, 3Tf§RR ^TT fclPH ^ 

^fcRT ^ feR ^RT 3TT^T ^f ferf^f^ ^ffcT PR #RT ^ 3Tfrrf^T ^ 3T^T OTR 


[Wll— 


tnnvm: ■h«wk»i 
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enrrq; vifi^ ^ t i fa ^Ri^sf fat dfa ?farqif'fafafat 

vjTT ?fa ti 

ufrTHfri arer aft? ^«*>*j[gci rfa?r ?req> 

30 uHfat, 2002 fa fafafaf fa 18^F d'fatH fa?T W dfalfSm fafaaft, 1990 fat 
3Tg?jfa II fa ?f»® 14 ifa) ^ Ufrnjjrr v5FT 3ft? yfafl SJodj fa ?5tl if ?J?H !WR fa 
?rfar if vm ffaur t i f?r aifa?r if ft *rsfaf if falf fa^fafar 

wwifad d$f t I ( 

n faftNr fafop «wmi ^ Prftfr ftrsfa 

3?T 3lfasr if faftPT £ft?> 3ftSfaftRf fa foTJ ?T ?t pn f^qj f ^lrl ^ if tfop 
?t??ri cTPrar 3 rfog faV<fl?"r, jrarafaf fa fed* qr?fa$fdT, d?dd i aft? farafaq c n 
f^rt%?r %am ?t t i faffan 1 faffa far ?ftfepr fa if Frrq ?*5ra5?'farFfadT ?far 

uTTfa $ I 3RT: fadT IWIdlfal fat dF^fa^tffa^^fa ffaiFT ?fafa fa frR 
f*FT-fiFT faf TRF g>$ aft? 3Wft itdcffa M 3HI fa JTCldTarf fa ifedfa if 

ffarfffa ?ftffa*T fa fad? faffaT fa Ifa? ft'*l«lrH4> faf ?fa I f?T STTfal if, !4ll^ef»>>U| % 

fa difa if imr? optt? urfa srsrfd faffar ?jffan fa ffa? *rrffad> fara rmre sft? 

tft?, far dqfa'i far drar ?? arrarfor t d? «jm dfa ffan wtmr 
5 ?fa ?«im m wfaT snsnffa ?fgad faffar tffar> far arew t ffa?fa Pinffafad 
far dlfftd ffadr ddl t;- 

fa) faffar faroff fa ^5t?ot faft grfar drPTd if ?rfa rre>r? far 1fa?fa 
Tjfafad sm (fafa?r) ?wPfar t 

(?j) faffaT fadisff fa fa% ^Tfar cTFTd 3 ?Tfa *ra>T? fat ffa?fa 

Hti i tHH ara (aftftg?r) ^nl^rcT t 



28 


THEGAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III—Sec. 4] 


(*0 ^ TTOtTf (srarfcT cJFR gfo 7P#cr) cWT 

PRT7| 

HI *rrnY graT wr 

<$> fen? qr^feTT afk ^liwiddi <£ ansir? tr ^ f^p 

24.11.2006 $ 3PFT OT?f iRt ?f. 16/2006 <# cfh?H ^fgcffr ^ffifp £ftrp ^ VrM i <pr 
jratre %IJT SJT | 

t 

11.17 dl'ld, $ftR> sjk Hl«ll§d STdM<p)' ^ ^tfiriT 'gftqT eNf 3Tef 3T SH4>l3«Nf 
^ 7R5H, ftp# afart 3RP? Tp? ^ cTSfT f«H IR <$ ftpr fgpen^ 

^T> ^ 'tiWISici 3)icp-sl ^T Rt-dja Rl^cf°( u i Ui|^|cpyu| if ^ 

f^Wnf Pl'fdell 1% ell'ld 'H'Ntff 3^HM qiwfclp) sf 3fft % cficJcH cT*ff ^RIlfcHT ^ f^T? 
TT<? ^H<iVl tpf wfdfqRid 3Rrf a? vjfef /ffipT 2Rq> cpf ^ppfcT fSfEjfftd fcbAll T^ip 

t I w* tR wref qpr if mfaep^r gm eft 7 ^ sn^jr cpt 

S^JcT cn^T-u ^ T fT:— 

^ ^-^PPT ft'Hcl <F> 3RRFT fc^RUT 3fft f^ftR ^Mebt ^ ^PT 
^gteir ^Tet ^I««cPI5J6K '«PFf ^ cfjKTJT ckfHH ^RT»f *t Hlfacb ftmfi 3#^ Yrf^PT 
cj?fer SPJNt ^T 3TcPT—3TcFT 3^*1 M oRTRTT WRT cfRcTto ScfteT FtcTT | ^q <H<£ T 

^ w wr wcrtt t % f^ft %c?r ster *t <& ^ 

^tcN ^T-^nrr ^ ^Toft Tft ^CT TR^TT ^ft 5TtJMcb eft ^cfi 3 *rrf^ ft^TTT 
^r ’2 7 ^pt ^gfcrr et^ 31 el ^wr^T^Rt sh’^i ^t ^ g^rr 3rf^ Ft 

^^eft f - i Tffct +ijRi cif) fchyi^i Ytftrr ^R)tn cji^ trutt ^ 3ttetr 

1%)fRcl f^TT ufPTT t? eft elMfel ^ rf^ 

^-3fl3Hl(cl<t> ^ ^THTf^TT f&T\ ^^7 j^JTT jft cf^ 3rf^ Ft 

^inpft p] "^fft ferfr ^KKI^el ’T^l Ff^ft ,3fr? TTF 3Tgf%RT Ft 7 !! ^qffch 7ff^’j| cfjy 


[*TF1 III—Ta-TTg4j 


HTTcT imm?) : STOTVIT 0 ! 
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q cTS?T ^tf^frT ^q \jqq|J| qppf qr^ ^ r&H<fr l $«Nf ^ ^Ef 

3TcR ^ g^cTT f | qijgq: <ff *TFTf 3 PITqq ffofoq, fufftf £ qq> TTif^rg? f^q? q> 
Hism ^ ^rer q>t q^ tj?t grEcTr t afo ^fm, qqtiPi ^ <£ gr?r afoqq 
q*r q^eq t, $ mw ^ qf% ffo iqE i q i *j?pq §f f i ^ f^r, 
cTFRT 3)g*iM if <J%, frffof H^Mq>T qf cfocRT aft? artfoTCT qfqf qjf ^]5T if fcRT 
’TUT t. ^r cTPTcT qf gf^RFTcT tffqT qqTq qjfof qfo qffoqq 3TPJ | ’ 

M^luiiiaf Hri)q> c’liswTl ^ fePJ <ftijcm afo afoq^T q?f q^Jfff qjf yft^T qqx afo ufrT 
tfffor <PXcT 3 ifif qfot qifofot ffoqoft q|," 

1118 ^ 2ftq> qq q? 3Taf q^i t fo> qfffox gffojT <& ^ 

i^l'ia cmm qff *?te ffoq qqr t qr ffonq if qff foqr w t i 
qrt^qq if arqif q?m?f qq (fox 5.5 ) if wq q*r ?r m qqfosr fam t % 
'jqfoTrT qrq Me <t> qff »ff vlfqq ^ vij^ 3TfforfsJcT ciMia apjqiq if qxrfifcT (chill qqx 1? 
sfo qq>R cqqq q>f M qff tfteT q?ff qqT fo 1 Yfffor <jf for? ftfaq £ffox 
qq 3?af q? # % qqqW srarfcT Wqqrffor qqcT, qqpffq arras qffq qqqx afo 
**™*« snqqfofq fofo ^ foq qfffox qf qkiq m ffors arrarc qq Tjaxq?-^ 
^tffoT SRq> ?PTT firn^ fcfo qqqfqqT 5RT %qqT qr 3pqaq ^ ^>q ^ cp^ f?Xqq 
qT%q> qqR qq gncTPT q^t f^qT qmpir 1 ^ qrq qq q?r ffoq qqr t qfffox 
"gftqr qfr q|q ^ vg# ^ wqq qHfor ^qi ^ qxqqiq ^ qqpq ai^qf^q cJPT qq 
qrq t 1 ^ ararqi zwf ^(ffor q^ qr^ ^ q?tt arf^rffoq 

arqr? (f^ fofaq^ ^ qTq 3 an#^ qqxtf ^ qrc 3 f^ |) qqrfor ffoj 
qn^ q5t argqfcr qfr Ffcft qqf% % qrgqq <foq> qq qxq t (^r qq qxq 3 afo 
qqf qft qmpft) 1 

11.19 qtqi^cT ^qT qqrqarf afo ^q^ q#ftrqqrqf ^ ^n«r M'jiqijff q%qx ^ qtqq 
STtoq INT 3nq(feT qqfaff ^ qq<# 5 R[ q? qqxqT qqr qtffoT ^fforr qqTq 
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y> fcHJ yfcT 'HSfllg TfsR STTyR *R RlHfefy !W *R FtcTT t wff anytff 
f^pr yy t afR safety yt ariftry? yftyRt, frRPT sr^r yrcfr yr Rtsi-rtst f^Riyr A\ 
^afcra I, ^rn tfty> ^trht ff «nfr yiHy i yifayRR f» ♦taiyc-r ^rat 
Hy i fl T a ff 3 yy> yldlSH- ^yT Hymi ^ 3RT ciyf y>T Pi*»ifeiRsm <fl'< u iT ^ 

^RT:- 

(^f>) ^sftnr ^rtcfr y> rttst traf ^ y? ypr rfpT an^ otfi Rr»fr *i1«ii§(M 
nyici r a ff yfr arpfr Rh j h(ch J i w u nc?i t afR fr fRfr ^ fcflj 

3jpt 3ptf TJCTWI Mdl<H.<P *R f^Pfr y# t afR 3*T 5^R ^ ^ 

<r«H<fr i $<R an^iR ’R hiRt* ^ram aw Rypy ft ?T w t I 
(g) yg 3TPT vj)Mc(>Tft t ftp ytyrgR wsmi, Rt Rtf^FT Rfta cf4T ^ 

gifcf ^ foy yT cfr SiHcll ^ft eSTPf TR eT yT ^ WT ^ yT 3)H'Tl Sl*ldl 

wrftcT yR ^gr t, yyiRyv yfr 3y Ri-iRi'-i yyR *r T j ? ry> 

sRt pr^ yfr prrct ?pft y>^ ytf y?R ®tt i yTfiryR°T urt 
o .65 ^>. yfcT Rud yfr <r R RralRa y?y tptr yfr Rfffy ^yiaft 

yidfclH R \3cWT yf^fcT cii'm Pi<r>ici^i ^ fcTP «il4 ^ ’J? 

y^ t 1 

(y) f^Rft ’fr y?TT fr, y?T yy> y? yppf fq ?ft py> yT yT RyT yyraT 
r^Mfof j i yyRf y> yjRR yjy yR ^ t, Tjyy* irt yif^raRR yfr tr^ct 
ftyj yy 3n'ch-sf (Rccfiy yf 2003—04 R yyfiTcr) ajf^cr %y yy ^ty 
yft ^ yiflr yft ftyr ftRft y^ # yfRfy ytyrafr $ yrayRr yy 
yTef cHMici argyiy yfr P4 <+>i<h^ ^ yytyry ^ ?n(*iei f^rr yyT 1 
(*r) ^tyr yyimaff ^ yfyf A yfr 11.1.07 yfr anyff^m t^y? ff yifeyRR ^r 
RicT, afcTcr: y? yryT RTycT ar^ypT yT yrfStyRR irt Rryy^ yy 

rptct ar^ypfr i> arryR, f«^t yyyyf yy ft yyrfyT yyT t, R#r 11 
>3yy>T fctyry fR arraR y? err % ytyr^R tRyfT ff wpt % ayypyy: 
Rpy tRy? yraTyRi iJcwr fay afR yrfStyRR yfr yT%y y? !®pp 
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rr Rt ^rf*R w RPrhh RRft R?ft ^ I 5 ^ 5 ^ 4ft wet 
^ R gn r H ^ urtpr ^ Tjjfoft tsrs sr«ritt ftR 11.7 ^ 11.7 ft ftt Rift 
ti - 

11.20 ft WlR)<t>V u l Rh|' 4> 16.6.2004 ^ 3Rft R?T 4ft 7RRT RRR t 

fvRSft v3^ H)4l$d ftRT U4ldiaft Rft Rf 3T&ft*T fftRT RRT EJT fft> ft $ 

rtkr £ flm4> i 34ft Rft, v^nfr % ^ <h i ^ «tR 3 ftfftR RRRi ?f, r? ^ct 
fft> rr 117 ftrfftR ■ytoi ft> Iottj crftt srr criri rirri <m ?m&]jz? dfifrr d 
stow &fcr wwr t m wfr w from dm #/ f?r^ 3)lcift<w, ti? 3ft 
3ifS)^id fft>RT rrt err % RR w ftfftR vjOe^e r fftRT rtr wife fftRft wfam 
IRT Rft# Rftot R Rt Rft S3TR 3fR R ft SITR R>t RTR , ftfftR ft> feR f^TtRT SRR fttft 
ftfftR IftRTRT SRTft? Rff 1ft>RT SURT tuftlj (iRift sftft? ^RT^TfTRf qft aff^t RtfftR 
ftRTSTf TR fftRTTp 16.6.2004 Rft 1ftft5T WfT 101-3/2003 RT^T (RTR-ftt) | ftft 
f^r^TT i> 414^4 STTfftRR'R Rft Sftft? 'H«H4>l$4'ft ^t ft l fr l Rft SIRS ?t R#t # vft ftfftR 
^fftRR ^RT Rff xnfft f fftR 3ft S3R TR ftfftR fft^lRI/Rp? IftRcT qjcRS SRtlftcT 1ft>RT 
RRT 11 

11.21 vJ^cM ^ ®IH ft Rart fSJ Hl l $4WU | ft R? Mq faRT I ft? ftfftR 

^IftRT STTRT RRft <ft feR Sftft? TIT M)*g^ uft 3ft ft, ftfftR ft* ffcij TrfrT fftRR SfrfR 
SRft ^ 3TotRT fftRft 3ft RR ft ftjftR ^ feR ftRRT TJT grtf 3pn ftrjw TRR ^ ?R 
3R Hlf^itii SJ^fRr SRR 3=rff ^ptR I SIlfiRRR % Rf iff ft>TlT 7tf*R 
■gfelT IRcf ^R% d> IcR f^5# ftTR SRRf ^ TTffcwqr Reft TftrjHtsft cfRT URTR ^ 
feR qjsq RT f^RT SRR RT f^ft SR>R ^ 3TR ifl viHR" fuRTft RTPtR 'ftRRff 3nfft d> 
feR ^ RTR Ttf^fR SRfff Rt fftoTTRT RRT % , gft 3fg*TfrT Rff #ft Rfffftj 
^tfftR ^RT3ft ^ SITRR ^ feR ^Rsp fftnfRT #TTTRT Tpft tM fftRTft ftpRptf l 

gft Rpfl^rr if TfifR ^RRRR 3IRjft | 
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IV PrPRT Tffipr Wef VRR 

vfw 1% wz if vjo^a' f^rr wtwr^ anasgrc ro frm <jf xjchtff 
fciaff if amt ftvUT 7 rm t, r$rrxt if yfcr » xpr Rtf^frr <jfoff ^ fax? 
*r #fn f^rerf% Wr grr Profa ferar Fan off w 1% if RT*fr mv 

o 

^llfild #TT I WRf R5T ^ % 5.6 ^ 5.10 if Rtf^FT cfc RRI feffiFT 5W 3>t ^PT, 
U7Tfrr xr iRcR> R=RTrenff Faff TJerfxgxfR RFTF atcTHcff xr fcR^cT *Rlf cfft 

tl 

v '{IPhi ^rpj amrsp f>t£' 

RFm ^Wt ^ PinfciRsici sr^r RRnRin %scr> if smm w cpf otf FRif 

ii feR, ^TT# FF WpftF Ft 3?aRT 3RRtf^cT, #R apf wf aRRf aft feR ^fRFT fR 

aiToft eTFTF apr 3PJFRT RFpt aft f?R FRTPtap f:- 

(m) clinch 
(a) WF 

(F) RRRf W 

(sr) arfifF ^RTatff aft fcrq Fftarfifa- RTFF 

11.22 FTF^ RTR 0.65 F0 SfcT f*RF ^ F^T fcTFT XJTTFT t aRfFTR R$RRXF 
IRT FaTToTT^ FRif 3kRUi)v»H UFIrII SRRf (OTT^ff) R#RT if ftftcf aflFap 5PTR 
Fxt tflFT 11 ajj% FtfifF Sfcu apf iff XRX #FT aft FTC if f%FcT f%FT FFT t, FlUfapFF 
^ FtfifF if 3fr(fcfe Fft FftFT xr eqpr fax fsRT cpjfcT FFR F> FTC if 0.65 F0 

ufcr fore Fit ^ct ir xjf rfetr Rr 1 1 0.30 fo f% fiRF m\ wr jto xft xr> 
3Fi 5RR t vsfr yiRi4)'i u i af> an^j^t ftaifFn af> spjfr anfFTF 3 ^ 7 ^ f 1 xr^Rft ^ 
stF if yRydn ftt ^ w, ufift gir $R-tRHk!d apt x^T3tr ^ 1.5 
yfrRRT gFFR «RFT 3RtfeF t cRTT HF 3f^H RFRTT »TOT t ftcTRR 

M'frlfilHe XJ## 0.05 ^0 Xff arf?rax Fff FtFT I ^RfaFT if 5^RT OTRf ^ RETcR 

xjgj Rpm xRPRf x^r ^ aremar 3 if f^r w t, 0.05 m. yf% Rrf 
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35T 3TcRR ^rf^ir W 11 3ffi: 3R*R ^TW Rciiqrt 1 ^>0 wtclPHci 

«R uTTcf 1 1 

11.23 cR M ll ^ | ch^ u l ^ Ytl^FT ^ foR flfcT f^TTC efRcT 3i^lWt viTm 

3?[ v^HT WRf 4.8 ^ 4.10 3 ^ ^?t £1 RT^TTrR^ WFT ^ 

3R ^ fimufj MRf$|65 1 3 ^ f\$ ailcicpi ^r efFTcT aiyildt 

irf^r Hlf§4W°T £ 17 ^ fcR vSMcW dl«m 3FJ*TFT ^3l(fcl<T>a*l 

31iHI^ ^5T Piufij f^fZjT | plcf 0.76 ^0 (0.75 cR> ^ftfelcT f^RT ”W) W& ^fTW 

37^pm 3mrcT wm, wifito>^nr *rpfafa ft^foiRsid % %qT, atraftp- 

(cjj) 0.07 ^0 3ffc 1.09 ^0 ^ 3R3T: ftFT 3fa ^ cTFTcT SF^TR FT^cT: 

3H|c|^^ f cRTT vF£ fcTcfK viTT^t ^ fc|R vjfj^ ^ 3TR7R>?TT 

tl .. 

(^) Wl(§4»! u l ^ ^ ^FT £ftrj> ^T PrW u I ^ % cMT $>«<£ 

IfRT W MlrlWlcH^ WT 3 JRR ^ fcR WoR>f 

cHxfidlcpT TRR cf^TT | 

(*T) mlfyw u l eiMIct 3^HM eft vRcRT ^eTT 3 3FFft ^ 

S^ffrT TRR 3?T 3TT?R ^cTT 11 

cTFRT 3R7Rf OT^^rf ^Ftt ^T ft J l 1.75 >J>0 ^rfcf f^FR 3TTrfT £l 

cK jdk , m®4W u l £ V[3> 3TRcf> ^fcF (WpfFJ 3T2I3T 3K1^f^>oi) $> fcR 
^#Tcf f<? ^tf^PT Sf^T> cfr ^r us ^0 yfrT f*FT£ f^rfRqf ^T f^I 
f^RT 11 ^FT >FFFT 3nW ^fcT W<\ fcR eildTI 3 ^IH^fcl'd 

3ffe)cR ^ ^ fcR eTT^ 3?tecR tRq> ^ vTWT 56 tffom..i>t ^tcft 

3TR?fcfcT <7>^ai I 


242 GI/ 07—5 
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vi uTTcftf? ^fof - foRf qtflnr 

i 1.24 x'Mx q>T uiiq<p <wei qix^ <HI^ fciy 

^cq^T oIFTcT q>T PwW r qvtf tg RFRT i> PlHplRsId HixiPl<t> t-- 
(q>) qr#ra> - 0.30 *0 

(J3) ■dHUH- 0.30 ^0 

(if) q*TT7 - 0.05 ^0 

(^r) ^TPft ^ fen? oTPra - 0.75 ^>o 

1 

1125 FTefTfcfr, 3T^R 4 #, TTlft^T R 3FR TO cfFJcT STMlftcT 3n^t 
3 3TTC*R OTR WW TO R WTH ft 0.30 R>0 UfcT f*Re 

fcfr4T l dcjy!^ 0 '?• T * W 3?R*FT TO ft ff>HN feRTT T RT f l 4R J T 

c£ ^pFR7 ^ T^Tpfra' vdl<14> ^ToT 4? fcR vE^R ft ^if ofFRT ^Pl4l R 3T^fft 

^)T cffeT ft 7 ! 1.40 ^0 tffcT PTO' atlcfi 11 3TcT: ^ f^Rft Mil4<*> wRfa ctfd 

o 

TR 1.40 ^50 utcT *R SEfl^PT Rfan* tfaj? f^TOcT f^rfftcT 4Rf ^T R44 fcTOT f 

vjft TRFH ^ec|4?T ^R S*TR ff*? «nR $tft Rift WTfR vJTTW 3>Teff *R cfT^ fRri 
If*? \STR<f? ^tcT 3Rf R fcR ^Hd^T 3T&4>Tffi 

R efWT 55 RcRTcT ^t <T>clol OT^feTcT 3RcTT 11 

VII ^PT“-3IcRf 1^R 4> WHI vfT^> ^TeT (^T^T oPft 3>t 4>Tet) 

11.26 ^d44> f R*R ^>t ^ vd!44> 3ta4f<£oi ^>fcT 3Rf ^ fcR tf*j4 «mR 

^ fR cfTcft oTFTcT R 3i!<lc1d R fcTCJ cTFTcT Rt (VdlolRsm 31444 Hl4Pl4> f, 
SiarfcT:- 

(^j) 3RTR - • 0.30 ^0 

(W) qi64> — 0.65 ^>0 

(TT) XIHIT^T- 0.30 ^0 

(ET) OTR - 0.05 ^0 

( 5 ) TtPfrr ^mraff ^ fctq arPraMcr rftct - 


0.75 ^>0 


[qmm—'3P*s4] _ ww: ftwmrFft " £ 

11.27 ftlftn ft ana fftftt vJTRrar smftfftci after ft fftj tor ft «roa ftfaft 
is fa aren ft an ajer ftn 2.05 to nfft fftaa snar 11 ^rafft arfftarea fa aro ft 
^ aaf gftftia ft fft ftfftn ft ana fllreft aiaftffta tow after ft fen? aft 

g l aTft <T> cTFTCT ftftlft TO ftn 2.06 TO TtfeT f*R5 3TRTT ft, fa after ftft ft feR 
y)(ijj| TO fftftt ftft aTO Hiftqjx"! ft ftRlM ^c«»ftT ft HW ftft at# ci«fl 
<gft aft afterf ft ftp? en^ftnrea ftftnft aft ft# aft area ft tott ti m: arerre aft 
?a ai'Mffta>Hwif a«n 205 sfft fftrc to errna spjreftf aft ana ft aaft 
gi l ftawu i ft anw staftfofer ft 240 to nfft fftac to aftfefn ftfftn ftftre fftafffta 
wti to fftfta ftrar/.t tit ^ ft*Wt #nr ms arena ftaaarf to ana fftn fra 
apft ft# afteff to erT^ftari as ftfftn it ana aft^ tow srrrefffteT after areft ft 
ten? airere $ na ina ic Ri aft ana ^ ti ftnj ftfta aftroia fcfftnr ft aaaa 
40 nfftata aft asftt snasftta arear # i 

vm ftflrn # area wftRW 

ii ^8 TOiatf ft feR aft a*? gfft to ftft*a TOrerfftnf ft ■^feaft# ftr refftarea ft 
aftro aft t, ftt fa fftra ft aftfta «n fft tot ftfftn ft ana tow nreprea ft 
ftaaft nfta ft anj, fcfftre ft aatar nft£ afrr ftfftn nnffter fftre TOre arfla i 
aftrea ft utffta fttftaro tottw ftfftn ft ana awR* nreft ft tot $ 03.45 a. 
afnfta areft # 1 ft tor aftsj, ftcaft ft awre^ ft fere ere^ TOift ft aeft^afta 
tot ft stlfta> ft 1 anftaarsff ft refftarere aft saaiftna fftn ft fft TOrenrot ft aro 
tor aaft fan ftir ft sfR aaja: asftfft mfk*m ft aia ftt ft fft Riaa ft stor 
to kja^iTOa ft ftfftn fftaa fftt; ami 1 atafft mfftaRa fa ara ft arena t fft 
(ja ro ^R t aroresr wift ,ftt anaa aftare ft a^rrffca ffta to aft TOtft ft ^ftt tot t, 
gi(g | »a n ft >ja^a»R T ft fere area anreRa ftfftn nreft ft are aft arera 

tott ft 1 3ifta> ^feaWf aft afttaa aRft ft are a«n refireror ft ara anaar area 
ft snare to a? fa fftroft to agre ft fft ftaaft ft area ftat ft fftn 
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im jrr ^ 3rfciR<w ^if^Pr rPttr (rait arraR Ft xrr raraR 
^ fois:) 'flu! 'tiff'd it foR 3i(ciR<TO SR 4 > W 3?tf *ii *1 dI «RcTT HcffcT 
Rff ftcTT tl 

11.29 HTfeROT R>.?R fowl ^ tf|d P l H l ciRsIcl RJlfaR fa? RT *# £- 

(g>) ^RTF3# it grasjPT % igft wfr rftr *rat (ijyfPid aft? 

UdloHIcH*) R5t 7tf*PT TOf g?r oTPTfT W 3FJRH RWt WT tJFet ft 

ff^ra it fern wti 

(®) hiI^-ot trfwto ^ for? arrfqtfr <# an* if faifa 21.8.2006 ■# afaf 

W WOT RTO1T t, fuRtf W w RIT 8TT % RPR 3fR *JT^OT 
L|R-yic1 ^ far? Ptf RFR Rff t I pPfPTO foTC? R RP l 

ftp? tttj wiPra? rpr fPro pfaiR it ten? IMpPt tjcf I^hhRPi fg 
Straws WRH t OT1T Rf cfteR \jtff Srafa <& ^pTR TFfpT *f WRTT 
WTcTT t WT ?RW RfFT WTO fft>P ftFHfoFT STOP ftR?T SRI #FT 
^ feU? pft fap RT ^FT t I 3TO aw, RPR RSIR RRP ^TOWTO 

^“pff i> ft fop *r Rfeiftffci ^uf u i g?t rf;*# it fen? 

rfr RtfaRi Rff t i 

11.30 Hlf&WOT ^ cR sfaj, ^ec|* f if TJFRPTO ■£ feU? tfaif fcrfiRT TRRraf 3 ?t 

ram gft sik fawf f^chicHi f% iroWTO 3> fen? £fai> wff ^ rr gt rf 3 otit 
^P l-RF $pf ^ TOFT ^f, ^Flf ft WR at, RT^ £fa> ^ WfitcT PtR-faR URR f | 
?ra infferaiOT ^ atfaT i; wra ppjpto *f> fen? tfaff pt feaSt it aite^ 

irPt 3 iRrws ^ f^nj rt^ a^r Rt^r ^ y 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

afk RpPt feFIT 1% ftpRFTR TtPPT ^ WI ^TOWTO 3> feR ^Rrpf gif RT^ 

w 3 it^r Rfr fair rri RFmPga? ttowto ftw rt f^RRi 

WRf 3 agRT Rft SIT, raHraRR ^ ^rf*pr ^ ^TOR RTW TOTWOT ^ feR 
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?Rft ft w r #r <r#ic? #i #fft? # to ftfror #frof to? wto # f#q 
f#aTO r SfM to f t? #TOT ?? TOifro t f# ^cf fftroroq q'-awr? # f#q tfc? 
#foi ^nrr^f # tot 1 1 #frof # fen? #fft? £f#rft # 'HviVmh # tow uifSi^^uT arts? 
tot? t f# hI«h$<h #?t ?stt? #fft? # wi qroq?TOT # fen? tot^ to?# #r 
<31^ tot # tot to ftfti aref# mR > »^ui #fft? # wr tottottot # fen? tf#? 

farm TOft # yfcT Pfeer gTeT TO# t. TO* SlfcITOTTOl TO TOTTOo? #ft TOT TWT *TO# 

ftt afri^ra? ns<?4yi , tot? wft?n3ff # flrff tot mRi^jH totr to#tot, tort totto# ft *?r 
f#W TOT tjTO: f#TO TOTOT | TWTfft, y || E ) TO» l ftfftro # TO TOTOI # fen? cm; 
£f#i>f # zffssffSrrr ?ttotr ?ft nf?rf##?f ?>t fftw fftronftt ?#tot twt yRRerfcrzif 
TOT? ?# 3ft? ## 3TT^nrZf5 §3TT, ?fr *?rft giW#M ?#TOT I ?ZT #?ft ft, wfiWTO ?n€ 
ft#? TT#? # fcTq 3T?R#TOTTOTTO y#TO y*?# TO 21 3TTOTT, 2006 # 3T?ft fftft? TO 
TOTO ?RT? t, #t f# ftT# ftTOT TO? f:- 

" y i ®<iw» i ■row to? ??ft fi? #fftroro wr# to?# # aftTOT w? 11 to? 
^<hk f#ror to?tot ?rrflq f# ’H«H*hi4«r? totto; qwrw ?# # 3 ?tor to srtot to?to 
to ftroq to# toim 11 ?tt# 3To??t, tohto^to to? to tozi^to? tot t ?*## 

TOR Icrft ?R?#f TO# 11 3lft?> #?ftf # TOTTTO5TO TOTOToTTO # ?Wf TOTOT^T 11 TO# 
1TOTTO <I I TOl^» ftfrcM ^TOft 'ft 5TOJTO TO? f^JT TOc? t TO## #TOT RTO# 

# tottot to Trararo zrrorft # f#q arffte^g; #?t i tot# sttoto, #roarf to gf#ro 

ftt f## ?Tto-##t # tf#P ft toMct i#z? tot? t to## TOftroror tot tototo 

ft f#ftt fftfftTOT TOt TO?ft # TO? TOT ^T TO? TOT t,. TOT# TO? TJTOT TOTOR ft 

to ^aft # tot# ft to? tot# # arf^rro TOTrojft, to? aroftTOTaff # 
flrff to srfcTOjjcR tttot m^?i, tot Iftror #T ^rfts? ?Rft # stI^itot ^(sTct f r 17 


17 ijft Mvir ^Tf^7 i> fen? wk ^ 21 2006 ^ HNcfra f^miw yifa^i i> 

Ikkk ^r 11 
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11.31 fem yf&fty ft ftyift 30 2002 ft fttftfeft ft 18ft ftftfeR ITRT W 

ftcFyejTftcT fttfttftt, 1999 ftt 3i^4l II ft 14 (y>) ft fteffteT 3TcRT^ ^R 

15 WfeRTeT yy 3TpRJoy> fftm W 11 UlfftyRR ft R^ft ft 

M u Wl(Wt ftf fc^P l ft ftt 3fk 3PS vSyoRSI W ftt yyflSTT ftt t cRJT ftRTft Sn^TR 

TR ZTF fftfty fft^T Wt ft ftffty OTRf tR fftftf 3T^R|c^> ftt SFjyfft ft 
dR*fl | y? 3TTETR yy sftfrR^TJof t fft c|^HH ft fft^HFT 3TT^J# ftPWH eTTTO 
ft 3nEFR yy ftl«ll$d WR yHR WI yReTT ft eRTT 1 ET^oJ v ^cqcp IRTft Rtf^PT 

^efri gyft ftr softer yft M wf ft yffti ft wh otr lira yRen ft fttfft ^ft 

^RZT vdMd^T yft SJT, lftHTy> 30 viH4ft, 2002 ft ftftftt ft 18ft yRTteR 1RT y^JT 
3fcf:WfftcT ftftft, 1999 ftf 3^>gft H ft W 1 ^ 14 (y>) ft SFcTftcT yRfteH ft ^4lH 
arf^Rje^ fft fft g f^TT RHI 2TTI cTPTcT 3TRTTf^cT yy fftfftftpT 3RRP^R> 

3rf^Rfc^ ftt 4)W T T yRft yftf cfyftyR ftt yyeJcT y>^TT I v^ftP yfft ft ST^RJc^ 
e^rnr Ryft ft yar ft ft ?rft fft § I M6cn t, 4Pry ftyift yy wiq^N fftft 

arfcTf^FvT ftcjft 3TcRTcff / cH MI eft ftft 3i‘4u^ldy>' fftiqfoft, ftyft 4)Reil yy fftffty 

crit spy 3i4midy> Pmen dPTeff ft yft *snft yy yfty ^Tifft 1 1 ft y? 
yM yRft t 1% yft yy ^yr ^fticMi ft fft vpftftft gftyft ft *nlftd t, ft 
ftr yy ^Rity ^rctt t i yft yrm t ctsp yTt^yRR yy 

%rR t % vsra* #ft ytPfy ^3ff ^ yiwy ^ feR yRfPr^ efFTeff y>t f^ny 
^ ^ term w t, eft sri^Rjey? ^ ^ feR yft^ aftf^Ri fi^ii 11 «r£ 

^Icft C^ tR yrteRR ft ftfe fftPH t f^ ft^JcR ftcftyftft! ft 30 yfeRTeT ft 

srjfty> ^TRfyy^yy yfteyyft ft t, vsrsf ft^T wqieiiaft ^rt ft^n srffty ^y ft 

fty f l cT yR fern yyT t ctstt w g^ft ft yft^ guiigur yff 11 wtirtcT:, y? ftw 
uttctt t ft? ftyT yyr?y ftftt ftyry yyiy yRft ^ ftR ftRe-fts ^RTyy^yft ft 

yfr l' g frl uRT ft fteTT t eT^T Weft <# yR^-ft^ TTRfyy^yy ft feR ftyT Mqmi ^RT fftyy 

yft y^ yry ftt ftpy yftyxTT ft ftyy^R Rffty ftPpy yryy^ yy fftfty yRft ti 





[MPTIH-^S43 
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tJc^kN' $ ^TRT 3l1^o<f> ^T 4>1| Is, 'fctt f<& i] ^ ^ * 

cft^, ft># 2ft<P ?r*rt 4 ari^Rj^j p4 rp wnft f^Rrar ri 4 aj^r ^ii 4t 

«n^tti 

X tfR'Htfl'R ER1R 

11.32 30 EJRiRt, 2002 $ €t£tafT $ 184 4?f|SR SRT ^WT 3RWTftR ^afr, 1999 

qjf ii 4> i4^>) srt vnairtftrcf 4f*R £Rq4 #t w^hi 4 

SRRf ^ foR UI<WR l? ^5Ttft) '(IPi’m TJ5R51^T JRl'fl 4> 3RJRT WFft 4dqq> 4 
^q-^rg tR cjnt^r ti cuwre rq , <y*faR armftfRR erR err 2003 
£ qR fllRT^R ERR f4RT4 fteTCR *RR t, ^ 4 4 RP vfafa 

3IT W I EtT^RRR (JRT f=Rfa 2004 4 ^4t M u raiR4l ^4 ^R ^ I 1 * 

^T ER>R citR R 4 RT^ f44*R 4> 3PJHR, hR^^i ERl4 ^4 3IT^R ERRt 4 

MRw rffa ^IRwt awfti mv Rr wr affc e^Mt i ^ etiRprr 
1RT ftcfJT^iR RFR ai^ l ’f f 4 an^jft ERT4 RT e^I# 4> RT»4 3R*R vilPtH t 
cRIT EJRPP EPPR P?t e?4r 4 tcR 3RR-3IPR 4f4*T 4pia4 4 fcR *m>\ 4^ 
$Rq? RsrfRcr $m tot t. A^er 4 RR er <?4£ err e-tiRr rt 4 ftp? ejtt4 

Rflqi 

11.33 tPRpHR. EMERR "! 4 4ftPT $ WTO wfcl W ERTERE?W «# ftftpR 

MR^TOf 4> fen? PlHfelRskl 4f4p ti'CxHI ^ RRRt fePTT %■— 

(qj) 3TTTOT WcT ^ fcTE? - 1.75 PR? EricT. PHc ^4 ^fRT 

(^f) tstprj pfci (^arr=ftq ^ fefEf) - i.4o w; eiRt 
(it) 3TcR^rf¥eI ^STef <# feR - 2.40 PRI EffcT PlHci 

T?3#a nsimail/ #3^3nf/^sft w* i4.s. 

2004 3JT ^ 310-7 (28)/2004 
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W 

(®) 

O) 

(®) 

(«r) 

11.34 31cT: 1999 m 3TTt?T ^ yTfayRR IRT f^TOTT *RTtfs}yr ftfiRT if 

^ yp5 ?nf^TcT t cRTT ^JF.^RT yyjfcT y?T tl cTR^ yff <£ 

^ if fryy w t, ^fcrr yyraTarf yfr ^ryfSRr #rt ff ftRft y^r 

^ y5t wram 11 tjf yte y^y iff t % yifayRR ^ ^rfify 3TT^ff y* 

3py '{l x-cr< V u I Wf sryfyfrT yiff §, fuRTif Plyfl 'tTl-H I c£ vJccRRT yiT ^BTRT Ft | 

*il«ii5ci yycTTstf ^ ariffaicT t 1% ^ atyif ftfty SftyTf y?f ant?r ^ arg^y yyRf 

^ Rry gy^feRTT y^f w 15 yRyfr, 2007 ?ryy fomfcici y^ ttstt ^rtt 
yft 3rt«T cfc 3rpK ^ry>r yuyyy$ yrfayRR yfr ^1 yifty^ *nyrR if i i foR i fr qf 
y5t ^|OT f^RNpfr y^m crsrr f?t y?t ^ygyfi ifrrj tr gy : ^ 

yT^lR *f ffeyt^R yfrRysrf $yT Ft# t, # Rtl^RT yrf yyjfR yff ?ny^ff §rt 
Uyilcio R>^ yr# ul'S^ y? iff R-c)k cr^jii | 


ilft’T # fclTJ yrf^ct) TjyyfoT yiTR — TjfjRj 
yiTR - ?£RT 
arf^eyr - 

RfPr^ yt ^yy snyy? g^njyi^r # ftnj - 

# w*rt «nyy> ^rnjyrRi # fen? - wjpt 
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c^IVsqi^q? 5llM«1 cpT MRRi'C 1 
H>iiW ^TO 16/2006 ^ 

«i4*ii«i 4’ y^fem 'ilPf-«i wrftfg 4e4 sftr 3<tg> i fcgelnu i 

2.1 RH£tg RtfSfg g> ,fcT? gt «TFfi 3 t - gg> gTfog, TrfJm- t gag <£fRT 
i> to g>fa wr ^ g>g 3t 1 

Rtftrg fo><mi 

2.2 eRfan 3 3 gr ra wrrggr gt 2002 4 gjf^gwui grg 100 go gfcrcr? g>t 
Staffer ftRR gff RftgT g?f gcRTT 4 RP^fg RfftP' ^gT3Tf gg> gpr i> fpfTJ ePigg 50 
gO gg Hlfa<f> ftjRRJT gggltd gR gt f I 

<lfa'g g>foI g*TT? '■"*♦■: 

2.3 g^ffg Rtf^RT gffefT ^ feT? ^gT wqicil-iff gTg c|dHH *f 3IMHWI ggT TT*TR te4 

tftgf ^ g>g 3 t fag^f g*ft gp? g#lcT t, 3Tarf^ TtfJfJT jpg^ 

3tl4 < i<fl/^'sTl, 3Tf6pJeg> I qcf'il'l nqleia <ll*i’«i 2Rq> gff «t??R ggjgr vTT g<frd l 

t, gf<< PlHlolRsId g>feT MR^il'l' g-rf eqpT % RgT gp?:- 

g>) Rfftg ^ ggg vdld* getpffg gffeT ^ teg? 

^3) Rtffig ^ ggg yTI'c|**> 3Tgtff¥oT g>frf ^ for? 

g) Rtf^rrr ^ to angg> gfler i> fen? 

■OT^cRT (?3) sjk (g) gjf 3tgf ftf^Fg <£$t gefgf 3 cpffg|g ftjgT W gg^T tl 
aifeicpi g. 1 gffapT 3 ggfefg Rtf^PT ggg ggtff gg flggg ttf t «ft% tfftg 
g8TT hW^-s q?icM»i*iT 3 gWi-q tfrg t^gff ^ TOST ^ Wt|lH4>f gTTT g8JT 

ggg g?T g£ f I . 
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dlfeWT *10 1 

dtfn re irafcRT ftftnr ^fcr ipm 


(90 lift f*rce) 



ftpft *lPI UPldl 


Win 4 w *nm ¥fcr 

^n#i 

2.89 - 3.09 

1.50 




0—50 

3.09 

2.40 

51-200 

3,54 

2.40 

204^-500 ft*ft 

3,79 

2.40 

500 ftdft ^ Plfed 

3.99 

2.40 

Win $ mn mm <#?r 

0-50 ftdft 3.09 

2,00 

51-200 f^T 

3.54 

2.00 

201-500 M 

3.79 

2.00 

H?TtTga;iEEi ^cijBMMHMI 

hm 

ZOO 


T^quH:- TO 

vn*iv "■'■ ' ' :r ■ •’ 

*im. 

<p icis nimv> 


/ r r # ‘ •“ ‘ • : 

(299 PO ^ 490 ^0 ^ iftfR) iKM ^ ^ t1 vellrfL 

^ f^rq yrf% tfrp i po 5# ftrc t1 


'ftPnr wm WFlk «nw ^ra 

2.4 mtre re? 3ftn ^ wi wftta w -<f> ftrj 2.89 po ^ pfa? 

3.09 >50 Tfft f*R5 P35 drift'd ^TT tl PIFT cjg> Ul$^<i 

tWMW fl ft W<MO t, fltfrg CTSJT xlR'l Wef 

.-sWfNTofit ftite *rtf 1 1 4lM>nm^d (^tw) ^ <f> d*ra w=frn >nra<P Ptcr 

r#r%I 1.50 PO ftdd 5WTftd P5^f tl PF tfrp cWT Ml'W'te efHf ft 

$ fcITJ 7RFT 11 vjflcMchlcH ,Wd 3, AW 1 1 ^ W 

W'tra W5T ^ fcR 2/- PO yfcT ftdd Pd tftp d^rfld PiddT tl 






















mlllf..; 'STOlMlW 



'cte'pnf ti qtart* ^ Hthi^^ it 

Wpfta vj1lq4> 4)1 cl ^ xll*i*l 35fcT fWR *T?fr t? v^ % Yr^ j qV l ^ 

fcl^ cTT^ £frp 11 'H®H4>l$«rtf ^ JTR^ 3 cTP£ £fttp ’H I H I ’^iffr ^ *5^ 
W #8fy?hlf7|g| B^T^;: , '^ T f^r H^cff °$ s 

♦ 4ig0PaKtt*^t | wrF #FF. >»^tuWf? Ffv t F<P T5|P 

• : .;.r;;-y jrfrfjy fi!g c f qj ffoy fr;: t ,f fc if fclfj t! FTP'S ft-sflTF fp P #i?P ?fe 09 00£ 

^$$7F?a> 3$r&T 3Rr?fftf oT flO ■ ;<W> fe k W%T ffr few qSSITS j^rfut 

2.6 tfumn Wt$ ! Wf '^ipfrf# fPn%f^C 

'fRFT 4)'icl % I *1? 0—50 fa) 41 ^ ^j{t ^ fcFJ 3.09 'PO PfcT fiFTC ^ cfaR 500 
ftpft ^ 3t^R) ^ ^ $ fenj 3.99 VO WfcT fpWjH^O 1 VFff <f> FFlfv 


■;h+ «m; vh,i <u w^‘rVW :: y <ppib pt*b ; (v- vvfi: 


t&i) .ifA. ffefe} rf.S 


3T?r*tffa»« ^fcT ^ left? 


fiMNft W% x ' 

;WPf# £w®pfetf*fer |f vjffcH^f 

[ tftfc prw^ 1 'PFiS' ; t|F' \*yF7F7 ffiprfv; phtf 


'tcfW 


rWpWFaTV fo’fFFFtfe P W/F^TF/Th j !H§ 


2.8 ST5fc 5JWd4))' $ FTOT $. %<£& ^TOT 

^ct t «fr ^i^t ^ wpt 100 4 >o ^ 3.99 ^0 safer f*pre era? fJctt 1 1 aWite 

>h«h*^€k 1[ £ IcF? cfi^ armMcr ^r £ftp yj^ 3fttp wff 3 

tl FTP npipp'-vfe; "Pi T rTjt, :,w; F7& fvwf r-Wisn F fi:;Tr?iW TP# £fF 


TtftrF $ WTO 3TT<^ ^fcT 

2.9 . 4)f ■#FT3Tf tR f? 

P*TR UTffe yfPJWT MFId*¥ ^ 3.09 W 


■T5P n-TR rnfeifejPFF fe pefe^Fi 


iWWter ^fcF? 


^ 3.99 'po' ^ ifWSf fTf fn 
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(uflli'HliH) wft 3TTW cjjfcff $ fcFJ Tjfcr 2.00 ^PO W ^ £ftp jilted 
t ^ qrarap i s^ f 3 ’po affr f*rrc 1 1 

ftvift MdliHfl f^TOT 3)d4fo>d 3TI^ ^f*PT tftp t uft 

1.00 7>0 £ 3.99 7>0 yfrT f*RS ?FP 11 

farta 

2.10 ^raT ^TcTTSTf f^rc tftp stch f^rcj t ^pt tfcp m 

6tp 35*t ■§ vjf«I ^f5n?PT5«R 'idcji ^Icqcp ^PT 'P'ici If I cT^lFl, SR4> 4 «Pvj1 

300 ^0 afft arto ^ f^?Rt *ncf ti tr $sjh 3 *r»tt ;ppr eft ^pt *ftoff 
fbpft stppp cftft -ft imPra t, 3 ? fcF? 1.00 m sfrr Pro <m *tppt SRq> vjm<h<»m 
I «t?t# ft; ^wi?pt?6r apft ^c(cf> p ftrj g>^r w ftjppp fti 

Ttftlft ^ ^rra 'H«HjPI:H'<. giTN 

2.11 ftftt afpjwi hwcPP Trf^PT ft wracp ft ftp? 3.45 7>o ^t 

g^W°r cp^rT 11 (%PPl) ftftft '(HsdfPI^^ ft ftft ftftdT 0.80 "PO ft 

1.00 po ftr p? ft £fftp p^ttUct tpftr 11 ^rgt ?fp swiftt *pt ftftr t, 

ftftft ft WT ^TFIcP IIHI’HW ft ftp? cTT 1 ^ W? wftj. £1ftp WP ft 3PJ7TT? PPTP 
fTPi 41^h^h^c 1 ft yficHcMd ft ftp? ftftPT ft wra ftt cPW 

2/-P0 ftcT WTO FPft I 

2.12 ftm ft w? nan ftftft ft fftrj cjHhh y^ifcici ffftft ft 

fer^cT^T ft PlHlelRad .W "EjcfcTT #:- 

cp) WP3TR ^ ajsmmifcW Ttf^PT tftp ‘STETT ^TftcT t rTSTT fpf ^PT7 
^Li ' HlcW I cp TTfrf STfep cA apTfa Jfvrll^Vi *' 
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vsfr?WT jmm*) - srt ajwtf to tor if ir <Sror ^t hmci i 

M-srfl «)fc^»> ><)Pi'i SRhjI ^ ^cR if iff TOMdl t? I <jH 4 > «ftxf 

^ tor to# f % ^ wni 3ttto> groff ^f|?r 

^TT 3#ff fen? TO 3TOTf# TOR 3 T TOW I # | II? ^ H~te< l <H«*»7 
TOpqn iJW-ftqftui eZjcRejT cpT totr 11 

(r) ^Mw to to# totT §? tjuf #r; <fr TOi Hchf 

ararf^ ero cian ftrororTOaj##!# ^rt toft eft to# 

^1 ##TJTO if *ilqi§ci ^qiaff if TfPfiT SRm 3fQT.<lWiW <T«Hrt>)$«l<f 
^ TO«T if ifeTO> 2ftqj TOFTf # Tpr 11 tfl# TOFTtTOTarf # fcR 
#f# ##> # vjjgr F# tl 

(ai) TTOT # 4, ##r?TO wqiciq^f % ^(ih ^cnaff # feP? eTP^ 3 

^ t rrarr hi*ici) 3 \ft# £f#> to$# uffrorro totto# # 3 #^ 

^ 11 ^P)'l #eTt # TOET if ##TJTO TOTToTOf TO TOTR t#f 5 #? 
# afl WL)^ TOT ftw-f#T 11 

OPf‘i 5 Rh> # g#teTT # aiiTO*i<ixii 

3.1 to # towt# mf&wr # 3 to#tot # # f f% ?rf# 

^ ^ 3?f#T 11 apf 2002 if yrUl^ui gRr 7J7JT. 

#f# #roj grow to# gff arfiwf# toto to ananfar an. 

^ TOJoFT if an aft? TO# TOT## TOTOTf If TO# <#t <# ^IT fM aft| 

^rarafr ^ fcftj cpclnl irrt ^ fen? cii-wf^» w>m if g^tcfr ^ 

3?^WT ^rtf 11 

3.2 ailcwi TOsm 2 ^ffg^ ^ff*fir TmRf (sft^ ^ ^nar) if ^ c^ t 

'Mf 1% PRgff, 2002 ^ ^ yi§c|c ufpRITJiT U-cllelcbf 5NT TOW—TOIJ ^R 

vJ^yf^a cf?t 71^ f | to mfSfW^ 5RT f%TO RffTO cTPj^ ^ eft I 
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dlfa*! SETO 2 


wjim rH*pt wreY uijffxraf 

(^0 sfcT f^Re) 


>HHii asraffcr 

<Yfim 

$h 

y«m 

3|[^^e4i 

wr 

(500 ftnft 3 
3Tfa<P Rfa 

<£ fcftj SIfO 

ft ftn? 

ft?JW 
^tf*pr treR 

4>*Rt, 2002 (l8=T 

^mTEFT ^ 3t^TR ^rt) 

3.00 

15% 

9.6 

13.05 

*1l4 2003 

wrr 3 ^teft) 

3.00 

15% 

4.8 

8.25 

*r£ 2004 (ifi^KpT 

Wtf ^ cTP£ fft 3 
fftftxjRft nRci^d) 

3.00 

15%> 

2.2 

5.65 

WT?t, 2005 3 

deleft) 

3.00 

15% 

1.7 

5.15 

*f£ 2005 

1.99 

15% 

1.7 

3.99 


2.99 

1.0* 

3.99 


*0.65 ^0 ^ 3Tto TT?cf5 W?, 0.30 ?>0 <f> RTNT WSK cTSJT 0.05 ^0 TTfcT ^ cTWT 
3TTTc[ <FT f^Rt^T ^Rct TFR7 1 / -^0 3TR#RT feTT TTT I 

** m$c ) e vjfn^R yci!dI 500 3ft? 3Tf£pF c|§t fcR TfSU^TT^ 3.99 ?>Q $ 

^rgcfrr eft ?J£RT ^ct t1 

3.3 RTcrft, 2002 c£ >Mld4>f. £RT ftf% 

pnTT?f ft ^rjfcRrr ft criIo) f fft> ?rftt ^cIIcmi, ftt PR^ft 2005 ft ft 

eft tT^ t, ysq ft mfftcfRR 5RT ?RR-?RR *R arftftm ^Pftft ft ftt 

7]^ et>e1fcl4l‘ ft WI aff I ftcfT y^lTTTSff ft fftftt ft WI Rtf^FT ft 3Tf^JcR 

3TSTCIT ftfftj IRR^R W? ft cjocM Rft ftt I ft ft fftlct fttfeFT ^R W? 
cJRrt ?ft f| ^5T ftftR ^ ft 3RRTC f fttfft *t£ 2005 ft ^fft £RT ftlftf 

y^TR ft 1 ^0 yfclfftdc ftt ^cift] ^TTI 7TFT ?P5 fft ?TF deleft Wflldftl* £RT 






















{mnife-OTK] 


mwaw* iBmnu'WWHui: 



?rwr UR ftt Uf eft vJHf 


jBPfwsxaf n TP’fF'wiw 


WT 2 ; Uft 3 ffft*T 






\ y ^f. 1 * .• *.v^ ? y^*- *~y 


3.4 ; i '(lfik»| 4)q|X;^rT T^^^ani t”.^Tfti fftfiaft *J»ldH. Ua- WW 

^ <ft. WpFT <ft SPFTCTT U^k^hT, ,3RT % fTTO^g# 

TT^np^fSs^a^^ltofit, f ft?$ T^Ip^yOTfx^tWHWlI # fft Tw m 
ft)$ if I fftt ’HfrWi, gfjr anfg^ft 

23.02.2006 U> SIoT ^ Pi*il'<' , i ft JHifaa Ul£U> TPTR ft U^SfttfVtpil ^ft ^ft ^ftoft fiejr 

ftfftrr fturafi ^ forq ott^^^t tftqft ft *jft m? nfftfftRcr yfttu utr ftftft fi 5 ^ 
arar^T, flWK ip w*itftct 'cinwlRijfl WeF WM ftr*fl¥rc} #. 15 HfftWET ft. 6 
Ufe?kt;>-'»‘'As«^T!T^, ^USJPf® 3ftftaFIT TJrl^T^ft gRT ft^ Ulffa 

WfftW : ^;.ft..^dcft: ftt TRffs^ITRT W?ftN?flaft.uft ^ ^ frJnSF^: 


f T5ft W ^ttahtf % u|cHt|ig§, f ( U|sft^} 

TRIcTI3?f ftt tsl^qa*, 'HlUi'^cii nr^<?> W^M<5 ftfftu ft ft felTJ ^jsg 

tfttp v^ulBfl URcTT t, vft ftftt ftUT TJUR URft ftt RFTcT ftt ft ftfftfert URUr Tlftta 

HA I r.: it •.■■ »?■'.• .'■ -E’Vi';'t:. ■ ■:. :% fcAA if. - ....., .••• .,.•.•<• •• ■• , .. 


3:5; ;I#<Wt % ' W?-rBTRI; >R JWHfttvftt :«n^t.. ,TT? . (Mg l li W 

ft UT®tt ft .aMHI UnfUlwRIai UstWa* SPUR ! ft: ftftfqft ftt %fcft?ft ;f>T 
HMt'M fiw4i f .'lwi*rft- ^?f 3Bft9T ^TIT U3T f ;•% ftOTCftt ftWHISiftr^Ten: ^rq ; ^jftf.ft 
»II«J*f ftfftu ftftftf ftft ftRWWtfr 

3tf&#TO ,W UPUR ft U^.ftfftU ftUTsf f% fft*f ; fU*S?5T??re m 

JTTftrr p# pu t i 

«H«IT? ftftftl ftUTftf, ft ftft? ft iprfST: m ft fi"l> *U. f?t :; {= ,;-« ,h&r. 


w -m 


"«'•:r;iTf nsRtr 







48 


TOE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


\IPni tffcRTOlf TOTT ft*el 0 i u i 

3.6 vIFlftT, TOcT 3 *il«u$d £oftTOFT ^TcTT 3 H^!kT qfcRTOrf t, *lHT TOTT t TO*tJ 

$HT TfmT^eT MTOPT ^ ^ #pf ^ feR ^ tl ^PT ^ fc^ 

^rera?TiRt ^ tftro wfr mi£^ u i q>t tot tot t ft> ftuft 

%cfT TOTcTTsff q> efr^T ^m- ^ftT ^ f^rf^T ^ ^ TO> ^TO^TO 

oqdWT ^ j <pf TOTcT^f ^ TOT ftf^FT TOTO ^ ^R J i <T>lci) ^ (cl’s Tjft qtftPT 

eTT 7 ^ t, TO ^ d^del TOT TOFT t 3Tftg ftf^FT ^eft fcPJ 

wm /toto ’fr 11 w$ srnt ftror 3 ^tt ^4 to ttstt t ft> ^f*pr $Rx> to^t 

qRcr cfa TOTOTOI TOftt ^ f I 

3.7 MptPT #3* 3 qftTOjf TOT^ ^ ftp? ^MqTO TOToT^ 

TO TOP ^ j I d M TOT 11 cRTTf^r, TOT TO mIPhi ^TT TO "TOT t, ST^FFT qfcRTOf ^ 

4-ifl’fch ^fr^tqTO ^ ^TeTOTTO^f ^>T ^Tt ^TftPT, ^41 T3TOT$T t TO 

TOTTO ^ #^TTO TO ^T TjftftcT TOrft tl TOT ^ ^ 

TOTcTT^ff ^ f^p3fr uftrorro totto^ q>t ?tto ?Jcp?pt ^R j i 2Rq> toftt ^ to. ftqr 

ti 

3.8 f^TO 30.01.2002 <F> c^STt <F> 18 $ TOtTO ^ TOTO ^ f^TtfeT ^ftftFT 

tftqr, 'pT TOTO Tft y-cifdd TO f f^T, s^TOT TOTOT TOTO *T TOTOJ°f ^Rcl'cf^ TO 
f 3fft 7} qftq^fa TOTlTOT^ft cf> tftq> PfafTO TO TOFT TOf^ 11 TO qR^cW 3 
TOP TOFPJ^t ftcfTRT TO "t ftr TOflpFTOTOf cA OTOnftPFT TO5TT cRTT ^l^ll^cT 

q-d l cfd Tt TOT TO TOT^T TO ftr wfpT ^ TO (PrTC) ^ TOft ^ t, ^TT 
vJTOFPT TOT^" TO^Jt dlTOT A TO?t 3TT^ t i ^ TO TOTeFPt TOT TOf^PTOT ^T ftq 
TO 3H'<Wf ^ TO TOlcTT t ftr 2001 ^ 2004 OFtRT ^ qtf^PT ^ft^TT ^FT 

TOm $ stottRpft ^ ^ 11 srqft ^ qtro ^tftpr ^ tjtotPt 
^ fgfefr ftrof ^ tottRptt 11 tot tftt ^ qTftpFTTOT ^ tot TOeT^T 
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srTRftf ft tot tortt 11 Rfr 2002 3 arc ft ftfiftr ftftR PiftRd ftro w, t?r afft 

ftRRT §3TT f To t a# 2003 % cTTTO aTOlRd 3TT#5£ft yuilofl RT ?JR ftro 
wTHT, ftTOft 3TRT Rft ft RRT-RIR TjfcT ftTTO 0,30 $ft ft WTO TOR (<lW%4 
TO#) TO a<yft<a RRTT ?I*TT ftfftft Rft aftr (ftPM) TOIIcfl ftf *JR RRTT RlfttR 
f | f?p£ aftT R# 2003 % RTTOT ailSTlftcT 3TT#T£fr TOTTcft 4 WI-WI TO WtlTO 
ftjR TO ^?T 11 afa T?RT TOJR MftRifa ftTRft ftftft ftR TOt%cT wflTOiaff ft 
ftfftp TO TOR TOT t TO t RfcT ftTTO ftfR ft 3TOR TO i?ftftT ft ^TOTO ftftft 
TOITofT RT TOR TO TO5TTO 3RT TOTTcft (ftftrj, ftTO ftfSlft TO 3PTTOTT v#RT ft? TOft 
ftrosff 4 TOf ftt R# t ftR TOR*T RRft ftftft RTTOTft 3TT# TOfT RT RTOTO^TOf ft 
feR ftP^T ^ftro TO RT^ tfftF 4 ijjftr yfrRftcT *T#f fftR TOT I 

3.9 TO ftftlTO cPft ftTOT TOTT TOT # TOT RRR ftt RftTOt, RRR ftT 8TTOT 

Rftft groro ftt RRft ft arrofro ft i ftPft ftR 4 £Pr fftPror ft aTPrftror srt 
TO 3TR ft OP l RHR ft feP? aft PfaR [u|*ft<*K eT % R ftTOT STIR ftt TORT t 

arfftg afR ftt arPra? Mg^ui ft to t, ftrroft TOf anft ft ftRaft ft ftt *i# 11 tot 

TOfttTOTaft ft TO TOftft *Tft TO RRft fft ft TOT ftRaft ft fftP? SJoR TO ?fTTOT 
Rft, ftp# TOTRRT RRft 3 Rftt RTTOT TOT ftRaft ftt TOFT Rftt ftt RFRT £ 

aitRicRjy f tot ft arfftR ft tor arft to TOrftr tot ftro 4 aroftR arrofftr ft ftrrj 

Rt# 3TRTO TOTRRT R ft I 

3.10 TfR TOTRR, ftRR5T WR TOTRJ’f toITR^T sft. % 3FT^ ^5TO> RlftPT 
TORf (TT^PT TITO RTORT^T) RT TOTTRT R^T ^ ftp? ftrafftcT TOTTTO (<5^TOT) 
TPTRf arftR aiftlftTO WTO TOfTR^T ft ftp? 3TRft ftPTOTT TOT# TOTT TOT^ 
MK’WRr 3TRTR TO 3TOT TOTTRRt ft RTS? RftlftqR TOTlftcTT R7^ tg JJTTOFT 
RFT"ftT TOT ^TR fttl TOT TOTft TO TOTTOf Ulftill ^}ft RR^T ft TOTOT TITftRTOT ^ 
3PT^ TOT (3T^TO ft TO Tlftr TORS? t) ft TORT ft fftft? fftTT, RTO TOTft TOT TOT 
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30 

^ cpleff ^ftcf cpteff qfc >FR£T 3 WTcTOt i > «ffa 

c^cR^T cf>T cF^ a#rt%R^T ^tf tl cTSTTf^r, m^mvm ^ ?^m]3Tt 

!ZM ^cr TtftHT tfta eFTT^ cfr TRfET ^ 3Rpft f^PvTT cZTcFtT eft fRTT >d-tM «n?T ^ 
3Tt^ ?SIKI f^TT 1% cj - vrf^TST ^ cftfriM \flPh SRh> SPTIcfl cfff ^T^TSTT ^ TTW 

^ ^ WT?f T^T vJTTft cp^T j 

3.11 'dH^VlT>df cRTT viH^cmisiff ^ T^cfj 3ffc cPRUf eJTTRTT cT^TT fvjfH sTTcT ^ fen? 

vj^t^ 1%RTT oMTd cFf Zff t f^T H)c|l$ei cp>t cpfef TTFrf tcj 5RR 
^r ^t?tft Wr t ^ftePT qr^f (#M) is f^ ii i is ttFtt ^ 

tl ^TT^fra *f Tjf ^TTcT t epfffe v[RcT 'Trf^TT T[f^TT" ^ffid cfr 

armR tn t ter ^ ^ xjf^ir tt?TT 11 

cTRRT 3ll<f>cM <tft WcT 

^tPnr fttify u i ^ fen? wfer 

4.1 TtPnr ^ fen? tft4> M^la cpt ern^ Ti^fi Pnfa cpt ^ tpto 

<£tcf|3Tt ^ 18cf 3 3Tf^Tcrfefcf el Mid cpf 3Wd|i|| TTT | cfrclel ^f^tTf i 

^ar #? tr aiNlquRjj ^T Wft eTFTcT <ft feRTT W 11 3 

cTnTcT i 3TcT^k u i tg ft Wf^cpyui |fRT T^fcT cpt 3TTTT^ TfT^ TT SRdlcj f [ ^ 
f^TT W t fts mf£}c^u| ^rj cpf 2002 i Ttf^PT cpr 3TWRW wti TFRT 
x 3pfr r TcT el Ml d cRTT Tf^ITeR elMia TT^ft f^TTT dCcp tr l^dK f%^TT T^TT 2TT TRT tr ^Tf. 
Wf ^ft fenR f^TT vjTT^T cfT ^TdR 11 

&m m 4f ^ 3PJWdl cTSJT ^Tc^ITMH 

4.2 yiKcn^ui % f^rfcp 29.6.2004 i> 3TT^ W3 TR^TT 301-27/2004-^t i TfjEZRf 
^fe^eR *l)«ll^el y^iciisff cT^fT vidVi TRTT ^7T 3TTR 1% ^Hl 

^ % ^Miciy), 2002 i ^ii^\ f^TTT Ttf^FT cR^, cpt RPlRki %TTT STT v3\Hcf| 
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yrtten p^tti d^j'HK ^ ^tPT imraff ^ ^rr ^ w <f *tfhp p?r 
(ar^pfar—?fnr) a* argp? prrp <wt rft?t *rasft arfts^f p?r »tpt Pfr i ^rr p> <wt 

•tR—>«q5cil P5t PkR PR^ gp 25 ell§^'Rl<il ^ TWT pt 3TGjfg 2002—03 
CT8JT 2003-04 ^ IcR 3PT s3PoPr PRtf RT5^ft PTFRT # 31TP5$ imidaff $ PTP 

£r pji H«iM<ibt ^ pro arf^f ^ urra pr^ p* pm tot fa psfapp 
diS'flwyilM 3 pipt arfapr^ ^ pp^rf ^ vidig^uiiwf ptRimi .pp arfatf p?r 
argpjPcJT p fIpt, argPTPTP ^ fa#R*R ariPR p?r argpfarfrr anft, eiHd #i# 
R^qq pr^ is fap fag Pfai pff t afa ft m f# Ry&pui ^ # fap 
p#tr rt faprr ppti 

tjgfriRT ara (#$PPT) PP^eft 

4.3 MftWff 3PP # aRpft if arfafaffT #TT PPeW PR# PTP# cflPPT P7[ 3T^*TFT 
<H J M^ ^ teTJ dlS'tf'HPlRoK ^ fap 3T^t@TcT dlReb UlrlOxH P5T 30ct>c>H PR^ PTPP # 

pp# pp fam faPT vjtrtt ti t ppp> # - anfaRff pp g^sw tit ppj# ppt 
RpYR t p Tjpfr (snpafRftf), fa^r pp#t tfte atfa ^Red " (wn;##) is ptp 

^ # PTIPT PTTPT t'RM PfaoTFT I gfa 3TTfaTPT \d04RUlK W PSP <f # 3TP: 

fa# yn arafa i fap afappr $ 3trtpt (fapT# p# ptp 3 # pf $) *Mppt 

^Rpfr PT# $$ ft# tf^fT 7f5T 3Rt ftPR PR* P* aTTPPPPRTT tl Pff PF 3igPH 
d 4 iRT ppt t fa >iyT1 J ifl anfarpT 'R 3?f Rjpfr ^g qiRcn ci^ *r 10% ^Pf ■jr 
eFirfr sm? i ^fr, Tjpfr»m anf^Pf is 10 Ff ^ vifiemwd <r ^ wnpr IsPiRi^h 
afr wn ^r pro garr 1 1 rtw irt if pro Tjprif 
^i ftp wfR^ft pPr Tgjfm anf^pf RRr w I, Fraft g,wrra apISr, vurtwr 
arafSr ^ arfSra? ft t, Rr# irt ptRf mf^r Pf PRfr ?t wtfr 1 1 

cRTTR, dlHMcl : 10 ^ vjfleH<t>ld i>f 3Tc# $ 3TT6JR PP WTT Rr* gRTIRT ?Pr 

pa> argRict anaR ppt ^rr rprtt 1 1 <£0<nh cRjcfr pp g^RT wt t - arRafRft^ an 
Tjcp ftvfRT vifr Rj RTFf%lff 5 RT PTPT RdJ PP «pT 'jvjfHld aRT TR' ?n^ ftPT cRTT 
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fftlft P^Pld TJcf Pftfftd ftftt TO 3 T^rf§TcT cllRft qfcTqw qpTT TO 11 wqHeft TOT 

ftq qq arfcf^f ft 3 TTEJR to ?rq stoh u% ^seo^jqfttftt wini wti 

cPm cjft to t ftt fcp wlfte|R u l ft fftm WI ft tfftp fftftTOT ft WPT Wllft a?r i 
S^T 3 WRT ft WlP4)s!U| ft fftfftq ftroft eft eft fftq fftTO qfttqtT fftftft TO 

wjftcT qfftwq ftt to ft t enfft ft qrft 2006 ft to era? ftlftq ftro top to 

wfti Pro qfttqq fftft?T ftt qper TOft tg fftftw ^ft spraftt (qfftft^) ft ^ 
ft? to fftftffticT ftftt ft ft qqft tor qft eft apjro ftfftr ’jqq ?rt ftt tot fftro 

qro ti 


qqierHIcTOb SRI (aftftTOT) 

4.4 ftfftq ftejl wqid eft-p ftj qfftefTeR cii'ici ftftft ft wftt qft Piq<qi wqicieftl 
TOT qf ft qTWT TO ft TOT ft TOT fftRTT TOT t, TOT fftq TO TO fftTO TOTOT aftfiftT 
t ft? ftr eft 2002 ft fftq qq Pqfro eft tot wPtow to wjqw to ftftft fttft 
eft arjro I, ftt tot rtto 3pfqq ft hiiPh fftro tot 1 1 

4.5 ftfftq ftcq eft fftq fftq to eg?? ftaftro to, ftm fft ftro yqicicRt tot tot 

fftqj TO t. ft TTftfftcT ftpftf eft TOR TO, TOfteRT ft qaqqf&fcT Wq, ’JTOTOT ftt 
TpqqtfftcT TOft eft qTTOT qfcF eft 14% ftt TO ft ^ftpcl WTO ftt cTTOTO, fftftq 
eft 2006-07 eft fftq cftfteRT ftt TOJcff ftt TOT fftqt TO TOT I TOcff qfftttWT 

to cttot qqftq ftt ftfftq fftqftf ft ftftr ft qqrwftf tot fft; qq wftft arfftror ftt 
3TWT qqftt ftt q^ I TOT Wqc! ft, WTORT ^W5 ?RTT 10% ftt TO ft ft)cf$p TOTO ftt 
ft fttw to, qftfft tow qrfftqj q/iciM fftwi wr t qw ft wrro P#w ft 
wfftcT ftft 11 qqf q? ftfe TOWT 3||c|^eh f fft qft 2002 ft TO ftfftq ftfftfT W 
psrfqq fftqr to an to wqq ftt qqw TOft 'qqq cn^ftff to ftftgq qro 
ft fftq Tqftaro ftt 15 % TO ftt rit to aq | 
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4.6 «rlH<bt *F> TOT 3 RFTcT TOft W 3TO3f $ <?T wff <f f*(R ^ 
fiR^RT >Ft 7IF W *RTT t f% ^RT cTSTT 3Tf^RT <f5t <|RR 3RFT ftj ^rfJfrr ^cn 

3R^ <R oTFRT 3 vjft STIFft t, ^TOT 'TcTT d J IHI 3TOTO 11 q^fcT % 
^FT ^fcff 3ft cTFTrr ft uft 3TT ^ t v3TOI W cTFTft TOft 3?ft«TT3ff 3ft 
f^FrfeTfecT ^T3ff ft r|tlf cf?T 3^ 11 

4.7 'f'T-^m' Ift'li'H 3ffa> TJFt3T 3> 3TFRWT fft<RR TRJT ij-c| | <HchTf ft- ?S3R 

■TTf^PT ■gf^SIT cf>T WTftT 3Rft 3T3t 'H®Hfbl^«s|'<l 3ft WTT efc 3miR 3ft ft^gft fq 
3cfaFf to* ft *nftr3> fftRift crarr ftUftn 3ftofi 3> otr 3 ft ffterffar 3Rft ^ fen? 
3TePT ftf 3FJPTR oMIMI oH|cl^|R<t> oFffiTI TO^$T 3ft3ref ft ^T 3ft? 5?TRT 

ta t % fftRft wwcT^ $> ftroft 3, Ww fftRft ^ ft3T ft 

3ft TOTT, Fr«TOI$«lft c[ft ftTO ft, 3ft % ^FT TRTtTO 3> ft3T ftsT ft Hlfft<fr 
ftvFRf 3?T ifTcTH 3Rcft ftfft*T ^ISTT 3>T TOlftT 3R ^ t, 3iT3ft STf^ra? t| lift 
Hllft<b fftRlft 3?T ffterfo’T <5# ftftftT ^(clyi^cW FleHsblSelft 3ft TOTT ^ arTOR *R 
fft^TT 3TTFTT t ftt ftft -Hedsbl^ft tR eTFRT 3>T *TR q^IT; cRTT ^ 3Tf§t3> fftRjft 3>T 
^TcTRT 3R3T ^pU, «ft 3TT33335FTT ft 3Tf§t3> fftTTI 53T TOR 3ft MRRmfi l 
W arjftTr t 3^ ftft TOT3>T33ft, Vjft ftftftT 3>T TOTftT 3R-3R 

M^t(WI5it WTftT 3R ^ WJi 3PFR ?t?IT i 

ctFRT ?>I ■*TT T rf 3 R#FR, ^TFoTT. fvSRpf HlR)«h ftRT^ ^ TO ^ ef>Ct<hH ^ 
^it vJTicn t w Rrgf^trr ^f, wrRr swRf ^ ^nro aM^Fr ^cfr vft 
Rwst vinm t, ^ 7j? ^rR°rm t crm 5 ^ f^FRtrr w TRfa wt %7 ?t w 11 
SpFT=fc fcWflcT, Rf^crfSfcT cIFTcT (F^WScT ^ 3T^FT ^f, fvRT$ a x^?^ < ^; ')^ ^ IcTtf 

■^Rrt fwt afrtw ^Nt w ftnrr tmcTT t, ^ 3frr 3R& mRu ii h f*r^ t fwt 

TRFraJTfiRf Tpr -FI^Rld FTFTcT ^3T T3tTcTET «|RT >lt tl 

4.8 y^vPITsf oilS'M ^ fcR cRj^r f^ ^ ^chH FWT 3)')^4^1 q?t 

vsfrar w mi yfcr ft^rs ^r ^ fcP7 ^rftm ^ (f^tecr) sim Rwioft 
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4^1 d l sjftft) ft* fcR ijftr fftTC WcT 3)jHlPlcf <#cT cTFTcT RT RTCM 

d l felchl —4 3 fttft fftR T niT 11 

mfeRiT Rft5IT-4 

fftrfal <jft 2006-07 ft* foP? fttfftR ^4T wffefcT cTFRT ar^RPT ¥1 ’P'PfT 


Rfteft ’HI'fTTT 

(RO wfcT f*RS) 


^cjl ^Idl 

3TRTR 4ft 


fft.4. 2002-03 

fft.4. 2003-04 


0.92 

0.76 

cTT^ftftft-2 

0.56 

0.26 

Hr^'^ft-3 

0.26 

0.24 

dl$4Nt—4 

0.38 

0.25 

cTT^ftftft—5 

0.69 

0.48 

dl§^ <fl—6 

0.41 

0.42 

di§^ *Tl—7 

1.18 

?n\ 

dl^tf^ft-8 

0.22 

0.33 

dl$^l *Tl—9 

?n\ 

0.07 

dl^tl —10 

1.12 

■ 

0.62 

11 

cTR^ ^ 

0.48 

dl$*r*ft-12 

0.64 

0.24 

RT^ftftft-13 

0.66 

0.37 

cTT^^ft—14 

3.30 

1.09 

dl$*Wf-15 

0.31 

0.19 

dl$>A 'tfl — 16 

eTP^ 

0.27 

dl^'tl til-17 

0.35 

0.23 

_ 


cfTTcT 3PJRTR ^ mRrtr 


4.9 PlHrW dHId 3PJRR 0.07 RO ?rfft fide cTSTf 'J^ddd dl'ia SldHM 1.09 'ETfcT 

p*ic 1? I dlfdmi—4 ^ ft) til ftp RPR it 41, Ptifts T TcTcf it I aR^TR, 

c£ RR8T 0.76 RO srfft ftRR fftRTRT fRTT t ft* SPJRR 4ft wl-s^M dl'ld 
SFpiR 0.19 ft 0.62 ft* #3 3TT 4ST 11 17 dls?ftftyiRftl' ft ft 7 eTTfftfftftf RT RRcT 

spjrr srfft Prr 0.25 ro ft* arra-RR ot tit ti 5 disjftFftftt R?r rrtt 3 TgHR 

Jjfft f*RR 0.30 ft 0.50 Roftftfaft3TT7?Tt|ftftft* tpgft irTTRT M t 
3T3»TR, ufT fft> TlfcT f*RR 1.09 cTRT 0.07 RO t, HWdT 47 RcR t rT&TT 3RJ ft* 
3^RR, wfT % JlfcT fftRR 0.76 cWT 0.62 t, ft ft* RR7T 3PJRR ft* ftft?T ft Rf RRRJ 
cfR 47 ftR ftrft RT Tftt I, RTlft 4ft 11 
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4.10 H | |S | <R» I ^ *1? ^T3 ftnn f % STrTTa^f <F> cTFm TWft 3TFP?f $ 3MR *T7 

craf ^ #cf ^ cfFT?r appr^r f%^rr w t ^fpfT cpf c£ ^?pt crnra 3 ^nfi 
cfj^t ant t (3jw ci i fei»i- 4 ^t) i ci^ cffr 3raf& <f> ^hiprTfPfo' dfa dt uf^r 
farc cTFTcT f g% 67% ?RP dt ’Tlfr RNIdd 3TT^ 11 Wl(5l<^'< u l ^ ^ 

■iHsHsfr i iH’fl $ ij^3T 3 ^ <£ ^rrar-TTM +i«tisbi$sRf ^ «rt 3 arwf^P <jfe ^rf^m" 

^tcFT vJL|cHd£r cRPt Tfsisff cTFTcT cRT cR^ $ fofll tl 5^T 3TFT yiftlcb^ui 

Tjf dt jrctt t ttPft tfcp dt g^rfran $> miluHitf tf^p ^rar, 

xTRart^) ftpFt f%?^r fc-duufid Ttw w, ~m ^r f^rdt^r *pf 2003-04 ^ 

^t?r t W wfll^m ’TfftPT tfrp ^=ER dt wftcl cpRlfaTH 3Td§T 2006-07 <& 
frlRT# 3 3j^> sffltl yft 3f%ri?fcT eTPTcT ^TTTft t \Rd <p? F? cPP STfMsd> 
rfccT («PR delate) ^nftcT 11 


TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITYOF INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, ihc 24lh January, 2007 

Ihe telecommunication Tariff (Forty Fourth Amendment) Order, 2007 

(No. I of 2007) 


No. 301 -34/2006-Eco. i n exercise of the powers conferred upon it 
under sub-section (2) of section 11, read with sub-clause (i) of clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of the said section, of the Telecom Regulatory 
Authority of India Act, 1997( 24 of 1997), the Telecom Regulatory 

fL U iT y of ndia heret, y makes the following Order further to amend 
the Telecommunication Tariff Order, 1999, namely: - 


1. .(1) This Order may be called the Telecommunication Tariff (Forty 
fourth Amendment) Order, 2007. 


(2) This Order shall come into force on the 15 th day of February, 2007. 

* n t J le Schedule II to the Telecommunication Tariff Order, 1999, 
tinder item (14), for sub-item (14.a) and entries relating thereto, the 

following sub-items and entries relating thereto shall be substituted 
namely:- ’ 
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Schedule II 

Cellular Mobile telecom Services (CMTSI 


ITEM 

TARIFF 

“(14.a) Regional and National 
Roaming: 


(14.a.i) Refundable Security 

Deposit 

Forbearance 


Nil 

(14.a.iii) Monthly Access Charge 
for Regional or National Roaming 

Nil 

(14.a.iv) Composite charge 
including Public Switched 

Telecom Network (PSTN) charges 
for incoming call while Regional 
or National Roaming 

Ceiling of Rs. 1.75 per minute 

(14.a.v) Composite charge 
including Public Switched 

Telecom Network (PSTN) charges 
for outgoing local call while 
Regional or National Roaming 

Ceiling of Rs. 1.40 per minute 

(14.a.vi) Composite charge 
including Public Switched 

Telecom Network (PSTN) charges 
for Outgoing long distance (inter 
circle) call while Regional or 
National Roaming 

Ceiling of Rs.2.40 per minute 

(14.a.vii) Public Switched [ Included in item (14.a.iv, v and vi) 

Telecom Network (PSTN) charge above 

while Regional or National j 

Roaming 

(14.a.viii) Surcharge while Nil 

Regional or National Roaming 

(14.a.ix) Incoming Short Message 1 Nil 

Services (SMS) while roaming 

(14.a.x) Outgoing Short Message Forbearance 

Services (SMS) while roaming 

(14.ab) International Roaming: Forbearance 


(14.ac) Any other matter related 
to Roaming but not falling under 
sub-items(14.a) and (14.ab) 
above. 


Forbearance.”. 


M. KANNAN. Advisor(Eco.) 


IADVT. H I/lV/ 1 42/2()(XS/Bx 1 > . i 

Noii-i The Telecommunication Tariff Order, 1999 was published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part III, Section 4 under 
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notification no.99/3 dated 9 th March, 1999, and subsequently 
amended as given below: - 


Amendment No. 


1* 


2 


3rd 


4th 


5* 


6th 


7th 


8th 


9th 


10th 


nth 


12th 


13 th 


14 th 


15 th 


16th 


l?th 


18th 


19th 


20th 


21st 


22 nd 

23 rd 


24 th 


25 

26 


27 th 


28 th 


29 th 


30 th 


31 st 


32" d 


33 rd 


34 th 


35th 


36 


37 th 


38th 


39 th 


40 th 


41st 


42 nd 

43 rd 



Notification No. and Date 


301-4/99-TRAI (ECON) dated 30.3.1999 


301-4/99-TRAI(Econ) dated 31.5.1999 


301-4 /99-TRAI(Econ) dated 31.5.1999 


301-4/99-TRAIfEcon) dated 28.7.1999 


301-4/99-TRAI(Econ) dated 17.9.1999 


301-4/99-TRAIfEcon) dated 30.9.1999 


301-8/2000-TRAI(Econ) dated 30.3.2000 


301-8/2000-TRAI(Econ) dated 31.7.2000 


301-8/2000-TRAI(Econl dated 28.8.2000 


306-1 /99-TRAIfEcon) dated 9.11.2000 


310-1 (5)/TRAI-2000 dated 25.1.2001 


301-9/2000-TRAI(Econ) dated 25.1.2001 


303-4/TRAI-2001 dated 1.5.2001 


306-2/TRAI-2001 dated 24.5.2001 


310-1 (5V/TRAI-2000 dated 20.7.2001 


310-5(17)/2001-TRAI(Econ) dated 14.8.2001 


301 /2/2002-TRAI(Econ) dated 22.1.2002 


303/3/2002-TRAI(Econ) dated 30.1.2002 


303/3/2002-TRAI(Econ) dated 28.2.2002 


312-7/ 2001 -TRAI(Econ) 14.3.2002 


301-6/2002-TRAI(Econ) dated 13.6.2002 


312-5/2002-TRAI(Eco) dated 4.7.2002 


303/8/2002-TRAI(Econ) dated 6.9.2002 


306-2/2003-Econ dated 24.1.2003 


306-2/2003-Econ dated 12.3.2003 


306-2/2003-Econ dated 27.3.2003 


303/6/2003-TRAI(Econ) dated 25.4.2003 


301-51/2003-Econ dated 5.11.2003 


301-56/2003-Econ dated 3.12.2003 


301-4/20Q4(Econ) dated 16.1.2004 


301-2/2004-Eco dated 7.7.2004 


301 -37/2004-Eco dated 7.10.2004 


301-31/2004-Eco dated 8.12.2004 


310-3(1)/2003-Eco dated 11.3.2005 


310-3(1)/2003-Eco dated 31.3.2005 


312-7/2003-Eco dated 21.4.2005 


312-7/2003-Eco dated 2.5.2005 


312-7/2003-Eco dated 2.6.2005 


310-3( 1)/2003-Eco dated 8.9.2005 


310-3(1)/2003-Eco- dated 16.9.2005 


310-3(1)/2003-Eco dated 29.11.2005 

301-34/2005-Eco dated 7.3.2006 _ 

301-2/2006-Eco dated 21.3.2006 


Note 2 *+ The Explanatory Memorandum explains the objects and 
reasons for the said amendments. 
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EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

Introduction & Background 

1. Tariffs applicable for National Roaming Service are regulated in 
the form of ceiling tariffs which were fixed by the Telecom Regulatory 
Authority of India (Authority) under clause 14(a) of Schedule II of 
Telecommunications Tariff Order (TTO), 1999 (hereafter referred to as 
the TTO, 1999) as amended by The Telecommunication Tariff 
(Eighteenth Amendment) Order, 2002 (hereafter referred to as the 18 th 
Amendment to TTO). The various elements of charge for roaming 
mandated by the Authority through the said order are (a) monthly 
rental for national roaming at Rs. 100 (ceiling), (b) roaming airtime 
charge of Rs.3.00 per minute (ceiling) and (c) a surcharge at 15% on 
airtime component (ceiling) and Public Switched Telecom Network 
(PSTN) charges as applicable from time to time to the fixed network. 
Tariffs for international roaming services are under forbearance. 

2. Representations received by the Authority from time to time 
from consumers indicate that despite intense competition in voice 
telephony in general in the cellular mobile services, competition does 
not appear to be adequate in the roaming services market even now. 
The Authority also found that there are justifiable grounds for a 
review of the tariff structure applicable for roaming services which had 
been fixed five years back, i.e. in the year 2002. With a view to revisit 
the tariffs applicable for roaming services, the Authority obtained cost 
estimates in respect of providing roaming services by cellular mobile 
service providers. The Authority has also noted a number of 
significant developments that have taken place during the last four 
years which inter alia include (i) fixation of cost based Interconnection 
Usage Charges (IUC), (ii) periodical review of that regime resulting in 
reduction of carriage charges, (iii) regime change with respect to 
Access Deficit Charges (ADC), (iv) reduction .in the applicable license 
fee payable by the operators on the Adjusted Gross Revenue (AGR), (v) 
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the explosive growth of subscriber base and (vi) the resultant growth 
in minutes of usage. These factors have implications for tariffs for 
roaming'services. The Authority after analyzing the cost of providing 
roaming services, prevailing roaming tariff structure and the level of 
competition for the service and taking into consideration the views of 
stakeholders has decided to revise the existing ceiling tariff for 
roaming service. While arriving at the ceiling tariff in the Order, the 
Authority has considered the inputs received during the consultation 
process and during the meetings with the stakeholders. 

(Mat of views of Stakeholders:- 

3. The Consultation Paper (No. 16/2006 dated 24.11.2006) issued 
by the Authority on “Review of Ceiling Tariffs for Roaming Services* 
sought the views of stakeholders on various aspects of roaming tariff 
and also suggestions for enhancing competition in roaming services 
market. The Consultation Paper had examined in great detail, the 
currently prevalent roaming tariffs, charging pattern adopted by 
mobile service providers and, outlined the need for review of roaming 
tariffs with evidence. The Consultation Paper had thus established 
inadequacy of competion in roaming services and made a <^ase for 
review of ceiling tariff fixed in the year 2002. The methodology of cost 
estimation, the data on costs used by the Authority and its 
consistency, results of cost estimation, summary of calculation of 
costs, for the roaming service, have been given in the Consultation 
Paper. The relevant portions of the Consultation Paper on these 
aspects are given in Appendix-1 to this Explanatory Memorandum. 
The Authority found no reason to change the methodology cost 
estimation after the consultation process. 

4. The stakeholders were to submit written comments by the 14 th 
December 2006. On the request of some stakeholders, the date for 
submission of written comments was extended till the 28 th December, 
2006. Written comments were received from Cellular Operators 
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Association of India (COAI), Association of Unified Telecom Service 
Providers of India- (AUSPI), few service prov.ders, consumer 
organizations and individuals. Gist of comments received from 
• stakeholders by the extended date of submission of comments i.e. 
28.12.2006 was put out in TRAI’s website. Open House D.scuss.ons 
were held on 2.1.2007 in Delhi with the stakeholders. One more 
opportunity was given by the Authority for another round of 
discussions vvith the association of service providers, namely COAI/ 
AUSPI and also with BSNL/MTNL on 11.1.2007 and a consumer 
organisation representing cellular phone users on 12.1.2007. These 
stakeholders had expressed views on various aspects of review of 
roaming tariff. These comments are briefly discussed below: 

On tide issue of Authority specifying a composite ceiling of tariff 
for national roaming services, the associations representing the 
industry h ave advocated the approach of forbearance in the roaming 
tariff. In their view, the forbearance principle has been very 
successful! in the past and the overall tariffs for mobile services in 
India have come down over a period of time. Further, they argued 
that, since various Value Added Services are offered as a package, it 
would be inappropriate to have the charges for an individual service 
as cost based. While some of the services may be offered below cost so 
as to at tract the specific class of users, tariff for some of the other 
services under the package may be above cost. In case the Authority 
feels tb ,at it is absolutely necessary to fix the ceiling charges, the 
operate >rs have expressed preference to the present system of fixing 
ceiling charges for roaming service plus PSTN charges. Two mobile 
service: providers have favoured reduction in the roaming tariff fixed 
by the Authority in 2002. The consumer organizations and the other 
individual consumers have supported the view that Authority should 
prescn.be ceiling roaming tariff. According to them the prevailing 
roaming tariff is on a higher side and there is a coordinated pricing 
strateigy among GSM operators. Since the competition is not found to 
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be adequate m roaming services segment, the intervention of the 
Authority is necessary. 

6. All the operators and their associations have opposed the idea of 
adopting the “Home’ Pricing Rule” for roaming tariff. According to 
them Home Pricing should not be made mandatory for roaming 
services provided by an operator to the subscribers of inter-network as 
there are costs involved in providing seamless roaming services. The 
operators have also reiterated their stand of adopting forbearance to 
roaming tariff. The reaction of consumers and consumer organizations 
was mixed. While some have supported the Home Pricing Rule others 
have not recommended the same. 

7. The present tariff framework allows 15% surcharge on roaming 
airtime. The consumers and their organizations have strongly'opposed 
' to aUowm 8 surcharge in any form for roaming service. Some operators 
and their associations have>^ot specifically commented on the issue of 
surcharge, since according to them the principle of forbearance 
should be applied to tariff for roaming service. Those operators who 
responded on the issue of surcharge, want the same to be continued 
at the same level. The AUSPI even while recommending forbearance in 

roaming tariff, feels that there should be no surcharge on national 
roaming tariffs in any form. 

8. On the issue of charge for SMS, the consumers and consumer 
organizations generally are against any additional SMS charges other 
than the one applicable in the Home network usage. Operators on the 
other hand feel that delivery of SMS while roaming costs more and 
therefore the usage charge have to be higher as compared to the 
charges for the SMS originated in the home network. However, no 
operator has demonstrated the actual costs of SMS while in the Home 
Net work and additional cost incurred for delivering a SMS while 
roaming. 


9. In addition to the comments submitted on issues directly 
related to roaming tariff, stakeholders have made several suggestions 
for enhancing the competition in roaming services in the country. 
These suggestions include enhancing transparency on roaming tariff, 
mandating roaming arrangement among operators and introduction of 
number portability. The operators, however, are of the view that 
competition in the Indian telecom market including the roaming 
segment is sufficient. 

Examination of key issues raised in the Consultation Process: 

10. In what follows, key issues raised by various stakeholders in the 
consultation process have been addressed by the Authority. For the 
sake of clarity, the points raised by the mobile service providers/their 
associations are given in italics followed by the views of the Authority 
on that point. 

11. First, the grounds on which senj^e providers/association of 
service providers have objected to revising the ceiling tariff applicable 
for roaming services as elucidated in the Consultation Paper have 
been examined in the following paragraphs. 

Issue No.l: ‘Approach of Forbearance to be extended to roaming 
also’: 

"The approach of forbearance has been successful in the Indian telecom 
market which is clearly evident from this fact that since then, the 
customer tariffs have shown a consistently declining trend”. 

In this matter, the Authority recalls that forbearance was 
introduced in tariffs for voice telephony (except for rural fixed line and 
roaming in cellular) in India only after the Authority was convinced 
that the market for telecom services in general had become sufficiently 
competitive. When forces of market are considered inadequate, 
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forbearance would result in the Consumers having to pay unjustifiably 
higher prices. In this regard, the following observations made in a 
recent publication entitled ‘Communications Law in India (Legal 
aspects of Telecom, Broadcasting and Cable Services)’ are 
noteworthy:- 

t 

“TRAI has generally adhered to the standard of effective 
competition when deciding whether to forbear from regulating tariffs. 
Applying this standard, the Authority withdrew from active regulation 
of tariffs for international and national long distance services citing 
‘intense competition , in the market for these services. As a general 
rule, TRAI exercises its regulatory discretion in determining whether 
to forbear from regulating tariffs. But the Authority’s discretion in 
this matter is neither absolute nor beyond reproach.” The Author of 
the book referred to in the preceding paragraph has also cited one 
occasion where Telecom Disputes Settlement Appellate Tribunal 
(TDSAT) did not approve of the Authority’s decision relating to one 
case of forbearance where service providers took advantage of the 
decision to increase their tariffs. 1 

11.1 In the views of the Authority, the roaming services market is 
not yet matured enough to warrant forbearance, as competition is 
considered to be ineffective. Moreover, representations received by the 
Authority reveal that even the tariff offerings and the manner in which 
subscribers are charged for availing roaming services are not 
transparent. The Authority has noted in this context, a point made by 
one consumer association which is reproduced below:- 

“The coordinated pricing mechanism is Well evidenced and is 
clearly documented in the TRAI’s Consultation Paper. The industry 


Vikram Raghavan, *Communications Law in India’ (Legal Aspects of Telecom, 
Broadcasting and Cable'Services}, Lexis Nexis Butterworths, New Delhi, 2007 ; para H 
of Chapter 19. 



64 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sbc. 4] 


has read the same as cartelization; it just cannot be the case that 
each operator in the private sector has to offer the same tariffs. Pre¬ 
paid subscribers account for close to 90% of all mobile subscribers, 
there has been no attempt from the operators’ side to provide any kind 
of tariff rationalization/relief for this huge segment of Cellular Users. 
On the contrary the entire set of operators (except for public sector 
undertaking operators) has been consistently practicing a coordinated 
tariff approach.”. 

11.2 The point being made repeatedly by the mobile service 
providers and their associations is the one which relates to declining 
tariff for access services in general. It would be appropriate to keep 
the following relevant factors in view while examining the claim of the 
operators that the tariff has been declining in general without the 
intervention of Authority and therefore cellular roaming tariff should 
also be forborne, namely: - 

(a) Decline in the tariff for access service is generally noticed and it 
has been acknowledged by the Authority in the past. It is well 
acknowledged by now that key policy/regulatory initiatives have 
been responsible for unprecedented growth of 
telecommunication sector in India. Growth in the subscriber 
base coupled with growth in the minutes of usage in the voice 
telephony resulted in steep decline in the cost of provision of 
services. Added to this, is the decline in the equipment prices 
and the manner in which expansion of capacity is financed 
currently (more details on this are discussed in the later part of 
this Memorandum). 

(b) Findings of the study paper 2 on lifetime tariff schemes 
supposedly targeted at low and marginal usage subscribers, 
reveal that these schemes yielded higher Revenue Per Minute 


2 Study paper No. 3/2006 dated 19/12/06 on Analysis of Tariff Schemes with 
Lifetime Validity, ” Telecom Regulatory Authority of India, NewDelhi 
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(RPM) to mobile service providers than the RPM under normal 
plans prevailing in the market. 

(c) One major change in the tariff offerings of mobile service 
providers in the recent past is the launch of micro prepaid cards 
which has lower denomination value thereby targeting the lower 
and marginal segment of users. Performance of this product in 
the market as has been analyzed with empirical evidence by 
Morgan Stanley Research 3 reveals that the overall revenue 
realisation per minute under these packages has risen by 34% 
and their analysis further points to the fact that Earning Before 
Interest, Taxes, Depreciation and Amortisation (EBITDA) 
margins on micro prepaid is higher by 19% than the traditional 
prepaid package/ 

11.3 It is, therefore, clear that tariff schemes launched by cellular 
mobile service providers targeting low-end subscribers have yielded 
higher margins than the normal tariff plans. 

11.4 It hak been' noted by one of the stakeholders that the telecom 
service providers have been given forbearance for almost all tariff 
areas. In such segments, particularly, certain value added services 
whidh include ring tones, wallpapers, games, text based info services, 
voice based info services and caller ring back tones, tariffs have been 
reported to be quite high and it does not appear that such tariffs have 
any relation to cost. A recent estimate by an investment research 
group 4 places the market estimation of the above mentioned value 
added services to reach Rs.75 billion in 2010 at a CAGR of 66% 
during FY 2006-10. Cellular Operators Association of India (CQAI) 
in collaboration with PriceWaUrhouMeCoopers [PWCj in their report 5 

—rrr- 

3 MORGAN STANLEY RESEARCH ASIA/PACIFIC dated 10-01-07, on, •India 
Telecommunications Ringing Louder* 

4 Citigroup Asia-Pacific/India Telecom Services on Indian Wireless dated 8.11.2006 

5 Cellular Operators Association of India/Pricewaterhouse Coopers, Indian GSM 
CeBular Benchmarking Study 2005, April 2006, New Delhi. 


2 42 G1/07—9 
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published in April 2006 (hereinafter to be referred as Benchmark 
Study of COAI) on Indian GSM Cellular industry have acknowledged 
that the VAS (excluding roaming service) as a percentage of net 
service revenue has increased from 6% in 2002 to 12% in 2005. 

11.5 In fact, the Authority has noted in the Consultation Paper 
No. 16/2006 that the service providers do not appear to have passed 
on many benefits arising out of certain policy/regulatoiy decisions 
which they have received in recent years, such as reduction in 
carriage charges, change in the ADC regime and reduction in license 
fee, etc. 

11.6 Therefore, to say that without the intervention of the 
Authority, forbearance has resulted in reduction in tariffs is 
untenable. Further, as the foregoing analysis proves conclusively that 
in many segments which are under forbearance, tariffs are not low. 
This has also been supported by Citigroup research report 6 when it 
said that, “the present Value Added Service (VAS) charges are quite 
high. For example, a polyphonic ring tone or caller ring back tone 
cost Rs.10. Decline in prices would boost usage and further VAS 
penetration." On the contrary, it has been acknowledged by many 
investment research groups that the regulatory/ policy initiatives 
induced changes brought in the declining tariff environment in 
telecom services in India. 

Issue No.2: ‘Roaming Segment is a miniscule of total Mobile 
Services market*: 

'The number of subscribers using roaming service are a very, 
small percentage of the total subscriber base and therefore the roaming 
minutes of usage are insignificant in comparison to the total minutes of 
usage. Hence, the roaming segment is a minuscule of the total mobile 
service segment .* 

6 Ibid, page 4 



11.7 ! v ' Hie Authority has noted the above argument and ia of the 
view- thot th^han* relied upon by dfe mobile service providers for 
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Consultation Paper 7 :- 

' “While competition Is 


of r6nmhi& services segmehf of tfe mobile telephony* 
Evidence available with Authority os skbsertoert tmtiSf' 
for roaming services reveal that there appeirs to he a 
coordinated arrangement ia pricing of ro amin g B14 sites 
among the private GSM service providers. Tatiffc 
applicable roaming eCtvices are not oidy uniform 
mo ng these operators forvarious types of loathing calks 
bat are also similar / identical tor various distance atofcs 
ae Well. Further, in many instances hi th* psht, changes 
in roaming tariff had heed effected almost 
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7 Consultation Paper No.6/2206 dated 24.11 06 on, “Review of Ceiling Tariff* for Rodafag Services , 
TRA1, New Delhi, Para 3.6 







11.8 The Authority in this context noted one of the written 
submissions of a consumer association which has stated that ‘It Is 
because of coordinated pricing, restricted competition and 
collective Allure of service providers that the »t rT a g 

roaming has not been allowed to grow.'. In this context, the 
Authority considers it necessary to recall the significance of elasticity 
of demand in the telecommunications sector while considering price 
fixation as stated in its Consultation Paper* on Framework and 
Proposals on Telecom Pricing issued on 9 th September, 1998. The 
significance of elasticity of demand is that it shows the to 

which any price reduction results in rise in the <i«m~i for the 
service whose price is reduced and vice versa. In that analysis of 
the Impact of elasticity of demand, the Authority had 
that long distance call segment demand has greater elasticity 
implying thereby, with the reduction in prices, there would be 
substantial Increase in the demand for the services. Considering 
the general growth momentum seen in the Indian economy and the 
growth in the telecom services in particular, it is the view of many 
stakeholders that the market potential for roaming services is much 
larger than the one witnessed till now and therefore, with the 
reduction in general roaming prices applicable to subscribers, the size 
of the roaming market is likely to go up substantially resulting in 
overall revenue growth of service providers. 

Issue No.3: ‘Incidence of Roaming is insignificant*: 

The roaming tariff is not a significant issue while subscriber 
decides as to which-operator he should opt for. For an ordinary 
subscriber, the incidence of roaming is so insignificant that roaming 
charges do not get reflected in his buying decision. On the other hand, 
the high end customers who use roaming extensively make their 

'nZT!IT^oT-uI) / 3 da “ d "' m °" Te ' ecomPrMng ' Framework nuu. 




decision mostly based on quality of service rather than tariff. Under 
these circumstances, a significant competition in roaming charges alone 
should not be expected. *. 


11.9 The above statement of a service provider goes to prove 
conclusively that neither they want competition in the market nor do 
they expect the regulate to promote competition in the market 
Moreover, the statement that roaming tariff is not a significant issue 
in the choice of the service provider by a subscriber is not supported 
with any empirical evidence. It is reiterated that price regulation is 
considered relevant when market forces are insufficient to present the 
exercise of market power. Consumers cannot be expected to pay 
prices for services that are unjustifiably higher than the cost of 
providing such services, irrespective of the fact whether die incidence 
of roaming is significant or not. The Authority is of the view that 
reduction of the roaming charges on the basis of cost orientation 
would further promote inter-State trade, commerce and movement of 
people throughout the territory of India which would strengthen the 
unity and integrity of the nation. 

4. ‘Roaming facility Is a Value Added Sendee*: 

“National roaming facility is a value added service which meets 

the requirement of a particular segment .. and also does not 

come under the mandate of basic connectivity to be offered by an 
operator .* 

11.10 The Authority has noted this point of view of one of the 
industry associations and has considered this not to be a relevant 
argument for not regulating the tariffs of roaming services. In this 
Context one of the consumer associations has appealed to the 
Authority stating that, “the march of technology has created a 
dynamic situation in the market, i.e. all those products that are 
termed as premium on their launch become non-premium within very 
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short span of time”. The Authority is, therefore, of the view that, if 
roaming services are made affordable, the benefits of technology can 
be reaped by common man, but when tariffs are kept high having no 
relation to cost, the service will be availed only by a select few. 

Issue No.5: ‘Prevalent Roaming Tariffs are below the ceiling': 

‘Even though the Authority has fixed the ceiling of Rs.3 per 
minute (excluding PSTN charges as applicable), the operators are 
generally charging Rs.1.99 per minute from subscribers of other 
network and much lower charges of Rs.l per minute from their own 
subscribers while roaming in their own network outside the home 
network. * 

11.11 The above argument of the mobile operators has been 
examined and it is found that it is factually incorrect to claim that the 
roaming airtime charge is Rs.1.99 per minute for off-network roaming. 

The Consultation Paper has made this point quite clear in Chapter 3 
under Need for Review of Roaming Tariffs. Table No.2 of the 
Consultation Paper has analysed the trends in roaming charges since 
February 2002 and the structure of the composite roaming charges 
applicable for the subscriber. The key conclusion of that analysis 
contained in the Consultation Paper (para 3.3) is reproduced below:- 

“ Trends in the composite roaming charges levied by 
private GSM operators since February 2002 would indicate 
clearly that all reductions that had taken place till February 
2005 were mainly on account of reduction in the PSTN 
charges mandated by the Authority from time to time. 

Service providers did not at any point of time reduce the 
roaming airtime charge or the surcharge on roaming 
airtime. They have always been operating at the ceiling 
fisted. The only exception being the reduction of Re.l per 
minute in the roaming airtime charge made by them in May 
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^005. Ryenthfe reduction 1 ms baen almost nullified 1ly the 
t 9 P«xaton when they reported Rs.3.99 per m i nute as the 
applicable composite tariff Jar the distance slab of 500 kms 
and above.” 

Further, the Authority has expressed its concern in the 
Consultation Paper that reduction in the cost of providing roaming 
services does. pot appear to have been passed on fully by service 
providers to customers. The relevant para of the Consultation Paper 
is reproduced below:- 

“ Re duc t ion in tbs cost of providing roaming services 
redaction on ac c o unt of access deficit change 
payable by operators on account of movement to revenue 
store regime of ADC payment does not appear to have been 
pa send on fully by service providers to customers, ftimiltri y , 
reduction in carriage charge effected by the Authority in its 
recent determination off IUC regulation dated 23.2.2006 
does not .appear to have been toy reflected in the retail 
tf i Wffc ft p r U/> a M» for long - distance calls and roaming 
services. Vxwttor, the reduction in ammal license foe 
payable by lfLDOs from 15% of Adjusted Gross Revenue 
(AGR) to >$% of AGR effected by the Government, which ie 
Me ed the major open items of costs toe not been passed on 
bo tike consumers by the operators. Some operators have in 
Attt hltod the tariffs applicable for roaming service* during 
mnntha which suggests that roaming services market 

is not sufficiently competitive.” 

11.12 The lower charges of Re.l per minute applicable for roaming 
in on-network argument of the mobile operators is not acceptable for 
the following reasons, .namely;- 

(a) First, the monthly rentals applicable for availing this lower 
charges’ are much higher than the monthly rentals applicable in 
most commonly found tariff plans in the market. 
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(b) Secondly, the subscribers forgo the flexibility of using the 
network of other service providers while roaming because 
subscribers who access other networks while roaming have to 
pay the higher roaming charges. 

(c) Currently, mobile service providers who have offered lower 
roaming charge on on-network as explained above have 
restricted such tariff plans only to post-paid platform and is not 
available to prepaid subscribers who form a very large 
proportion of the total mobile subscriber base. 

bane No.6: ‘Roaming Tariffs should not he seen In isolation’: 

‘It would be unfair for the Authority to only view the roaming 
tariffs in isolation while disregarding the large bulk of the service being 

provided at below cost tariffs and the long term viability of the 
operators . * 

<The charges for each individual service under a package are not 
necessarily cost based. While some of the services may be offered 
below cost so as to attract specific class of users, tariff for some of the 
other services under the package may be above cost. * 

11.13 The argument that the Authority should not view the 
roaming tariffs in isolation leaving aside large bulk of the service being 
provided based on tariffs that are below cost and financial viability of 
the sector etc. has been examined by the Authority and this argument 
of the mobile service providers is not found acceptable for the 
following reasons, namely:- 

(i) Neither the service providers nor the associations 
representing the service providers have demonstrated to the 
Authority, how some services that they offer are below their 
costs and what is that quantum of revenue from services like 
roaming which is compensating services that are offered 
below costs. 
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(iij Evidence available indicates that the cost of providing 
services in telecommunication sector in general and in 
mobile telephony in particular has been declining over a 
period of time. In the report of Morgan Stanley Research, 
Asia Pacific dated 10.1.2007, this point has been explained 
with evidence which is reproduced below: 

“The Indian operators have had several advantages since 
they started building their networks in the last five 
years. 

(a) Capex prices have fidlen as equipment vendors 
worldwide have lowered prices in the past 4-5 years. 

(b) India has had the further advantage of needing only 
cheaper 2G infrastructure, when the rest of the world 
has been moving to 30. 

|c) The Indian Government has given additional spectrum 
to the operators crossing a threshold subscriber base- 
farther lowering Incremental capex. The more 
spectrum given by the Government, the lower the 
capex per erlang. 

(d) Regular reductions in customs duties on telecom 
equipment and handsets by the Government have 
decreased the cost of setting up a network and 
increased the affordability of the services. 

(e) Telecom equipment for 2G GSM equipment have 
declined, especially with superior technologies 
surfacing like Adaptive Multi Rate Systems and India 
becoming perhaps the world’s biggest 2G GSM 
consumer. 

(f) Sharing of networks amongst operators incrementally 
lowers their capex per subscriber base. 9 


9 Ibid, PP 21-22 


242 Gl/07—10 
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11.14 It is evident from the above that there are a number of 
factors that have been responsible for driving down the costs of 
providing telecom services in general. Evidence published by the 
Authority in the Study Paper 10 on Tariff schemes with Lifetime validly 
goes to prove that service providers have been getting a reasonable 
Average Revenue Per User (ARPU) from the scheme despite the fact the 
scheme was primarily targeted towards low usage and marginal 
customers. The scheme has kept the tariff levels at Rs.2 per minute 
for local calls and Rs.3 per minute for domestic long distance calls, 
which are much above the call charges prevailing in the market under 
other plans. Further, the study has revealed that revenue per minute 
(RPM) for lifetime tariff schemes is Re.0.80 which is higher as 
compared to the RPM of Re.0.77 for the full mobility service as a 
whole. It is noteworthy that even a tariff scheme such as this which 
was launched mainly to cater to low income users yielded a higher 
margin incrementally for the operators. 

11*15 Thus schemes like lifetime validity and micro prepaid cards 
launched by mobile service providers, targeting low and marginal 
subscribers have in fact enhanced the margins of the service 
providers, let alone these schemes getting subsidised by the service 
providers. 

Issue No.7: ‘Indian Telecom Sector is lagging behind*: 

“On certain financial parameters Indian telecom sector is lagging 
behind in comparison to emerging telecom markets , whereas huge 
investment is required in coming years. ” 

11.16 In support of this point of view, COAI has in its written 
submission to the Authority taken up certain parameters like Revenue 
Per Minute (RPM), ARPU, EBITDA margins, Return on Capital 
Employed (RoCE), capex and cash flow of operators etc. for 

10 Ibid 
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companson overtime and across certain countries. The argument of 
the industry association in this regard has been examined based on 
evidence and the Authority has come to the conclusion that revision of 
ceiling tariff for roaming services will not impact the cellular industry 
adversely. The basis for this view of the Authority in this matter are 
given below:- 

(a) Significant developments have taken place in the last year 
which the analysis of the cellular industry association has not 
taken into account. In fact, reports of number of investment 
research firms have viewed the Indian wireless sector as an 
attractive investment for regional and global investors. These 
are explained with accurate references in the following 
paragraphs. 

(b) On the issue of RPM in India, the industry association has 
submitted certain data as part of its written submissions to the 
Authority as an evidence of falling call charges. As stated 
earlier, the Authority does not disagree with the fact that tariffs 
for telecom services have fallen over a period of time. However, 
it is necessary to clarify a conceptual issue in the kind of 
temporal comparisons made by COAL The RPM data that has 
been used in the submission to the Authority has taken into 
account total minutes of usage i.e. outgoing and incoming 
which does not reflect call charges particularly in countries like 
India where Calling Party Pays (CPP) regime is in place. 

(c) Subscriber growth and higher minutes of use per subscriber 
(MOU) witnessed during the period June 2003 to March 2006 
have more than compensated for the decline in tariffs (RPM). 

* vC» . ■ 

This has been acknowledged in the report 'of Macquarie 
Research Equities which is reproduced below:- 

“India’s average revenue per minute may be one of the lowest 
in the world at about 2 Cents per minute, but it has 
definitely not been a value destroyer for Indian operators. 
Average usage has gone up to over 400 minutes per month 
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and has more than compensated the operators for the fall in 
tariffs. As a result, the decline in ARPU has been benign.” 11 

(d) The report of the Benchmarking Study of COAI/PWC itself has 
acknowledged the growth of EBITDA margins as percentage of 
net service revenue from 15 in 2000 to 44 in 2005. 12 The report 
of Merrill Lynch, September 2006 has also documented that the 
average EBITDA margin for the country in the wireless sector 
has risen from 26.9% in 2001 to 36.2% in the second quarter of 
2006. Further, in the same report, comparison of EBITDA 
margins across several countries shows that the margin in 
Indian wireless sector is higher than what is available in 
countries like Hong Kong, South Africa, Austria, Brazil, 
Argentina, Columbia, Finland, Israel, Japan, Korea, 
Netherlands, Peru, UK and US. 13 

(e) Evidence is available to say that the growth in EBITDA margins 
will be sustained. The report of Ernst & Young has concluded in 
their study of India Telecom that they do not see the EBITDA 
margins falling despite fall in ARPU and increasing cost of 
acquisition and retention as the sheer volumes would ensure 
EBITDA sustenance. 14 

(f) For the year ending March 2006, report of Morgan Stanley 15 has 
'estimated that for the two major mobile operators, EBITDA 
would grow 71% and 80% year on year (YoY) and the net profits 
for them are expected to grow at 88% and 154% YoY. It is 
further stated in the same report that such EBITDA estimates 
stem from higher net adds and higher ARPUs. Therefore, they 
are of the view that the Indian wireless sector is an attractive 
investn^iit for regional and global investors. Incidentally, it may 
be mentioned that as per the report cited above, the weighted 


u Macquarie Research Equities, Report on India Telecoms dated27.1 I.2006, page 13. 

12 Ibid page 27. 

13 Merrill Lynch, Global Wireless Matrix 2Q06, dated 19 th September 2006 page 59 

14 Ernst & Young, From Emerging to Surging, India Telecom 2010, December 2006, page 25 

15 Ibid Page I 
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average cost of capital (WACC) calculated for the two major 
private players is 10.7% and 12.14 percent respectively. The 
cost calculations for fixation of roaming tariff in this exercise 
undertaken by the Authority has taken into account 14% 
WACC. 

(g) Return on capital employed (ROCE) for the Indian telecoms in 
the wireless sector has been calculated by Morgan Stanley 
Research in their report dated 10.1.07 for the incremental 
consumer at various levels of incremental capex per subscriber 
which is the scientific method of analyzing ROCE. This ranges 
from 28% to 31% depending upon the incremental capex which 
is by no means low return. 16 

(h) On the issue of capex requirement for future expansion, it is 
true that additional capital expenditure will be needed for the 
sector with the growth but the incremental capex are bound to 
be lower. It is also a matter of fact that the model for capex 
deployment has undergone a sea change in the sense that the 
service providers are now outsourcing the same on managed 
capacity and managed services model. .Under this type of model 
the vendors initially provide credit on the capex to the operators 
until the consumer joined the network thus gneatly moderating 
the capex requirement for the operator. 

(i) Comparison of these parameters across emerging markets is 
beset with a number of complexities and thus may not lead to 
appropriate conclusions. Countries differ widely in terms of 
purchasing power/income levels, stage of development of the 
economy, structure of the economy, demographic and 
occupational pattern, annual rates of inflation, legal/regulatory 
framework, banking systems and practices, monetary/credit 
policy of the banking system, accounting systems and costing 
standards and other socio-cultural factors. All these factors 


16 Ibid, Exhibit 21, PP2I 
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have a bearing on the parameters chosen for comparison by the 
industry association. 

(j) After taking into account all these evidences discussed above, 
the Authority is of the view that the analysis of the COAI are at 
the best self-serving selective inferences. The mobile service 
providers have themselves accepted in their written submissions 
that, “the roaming revenue forms very small part of the total 
revenue of an operator.” Thus, there is no evidence to say 
categorically that revision of the existing ceiling tariffs 
applicable for roaming sendees by the Authority on the grounds 
of insufficient competition would impact the mobile operator’s 
profitability and viability of the sector. 

Objects and Reasons of Amendments: 

In addition to the foregoing paragraphs, the objects and reasons 
of the amendments made are as under: - 

I Ceiling Tariff for various elements of roaming 

Based on the analysis of various elements of cost and revenue 
data, the views of stakeholders received in writing and in the course of 
discussions, the prevailing tariff for calls originated in home networks, 
and other relevant factors, the Authority has decided to refix ceiling 
tarifT for various elements as specified in this Order. In order to 
enhance transparency for the subscribers and for the detailed reasons 
discussed above, the Authority has decided to fix composite roaming 
charges as ceiling instead of fixing monthly access charges and call 
charges separately. The prevailing tariff order permits the operators to 
have PSTN charges in addition to the roaming airtime charge. The 
Authority feels it would be transparent and more convenient for 
subscribers if a ceiling call charges are fixed inclusive of the PSTN 
component. Therefore, the call charges specified in this tariff order are 
all inclusive of and it is not permissible to levy charges for origination, 
carriage, termination, ADC, surcharge or any other charges in 






■n 

addition to the ceiling call charges specified in this ord$r for various 
types of calls. The major components of roaming tariff are briefly 
discussed herein below. 


Security Deposit and one time entry fee. 

Clause 14(a), Schedule II of TTO, 1999 as amended by 18 th 
Amendment to TTO dated 30 th January, 2002 had specified 
forbearance in respect of security deposit and nil charges as entry fee. 
There is no change proposed to these components in this Tariff Order. 

n Underlying principles in Roaming Tariff Structure 

Cost orientation to the tariff structure, transparency, simplicity 
and flexibility to operators have been the underlying principles that 
guided the Authority in evolving the framework for roaming tariffs 
mandated in this order. Flexibility is facilitated by continuing to keep 
the roaming tariffs as a ceiling. Service providers have been given the 
freedom to offer different rates for different slabs of distances and also 
differential tariffs for roaming in the on-network and network of other 
service providers (off-network) within the overall ceiling fixed. In this 
Order, the Authority has moved away from the two part charging 
regime i.e. a monthly fixed charge for access to the roaming facility 
and airtime charge that depend on usage, to a usage based composite 
roaming tariff that takes into account the following:- 

(a) All the incremental costs arising out of roaming services 
covering capital expenditure (CAPEX) 

(b) All the incremental costs arising out, of roaming services 
covering operating expenditure (OPEX) and 

(c) Applicable Interconnect Usage Charges (i.e. origination, carriage 
and termination) and Access Deficit Charges. 
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in No Two part charging regime 

Composite roaming tariff structure was proposed by the 
Authority in its Consultation Paper No.16/2006 dated 24.11.2006 
based on grounds of transparency and fairness for the consumer. 

11.17 After detailed analysis of data on costs, traffic pattern and 
the number of subscribers availing roaming facility across mobile 
operators whose data was made available and considered for analysis, 
the Authority has come to the conclusion that the cost estimates are 
realistic and reflective of the resources utilized only when the roaming 
tariffs are fixed in a composite manner. It would be appropriate in 
this context to recall the detailed explanation of the Authority in the 
Consultation Paper in this aspect:- 

“Separate estimates for determination of monthly rental and roaming 
call charges do not appear to be realistic in the present context on 
account of the asymmetrical distribution of In-roaming Minutes of 
Usage and the subscriber base availing roaming facility across 
operators. Data available indicates that the total number of in- 
roamers into the network of an operator in a particular service area is 
several times that of the number of subscribers who have availed 
roaming facility on payment of monthly rentals in the same service 
area of the same operator. If monthly rental has to be determined 
purely based on the number of subscribers with roaming facility, then 
the cost will be disproportionately loaded on such roaming 
subscription resulting in high rental amount. Such a situation would 
be iniquitous and thus unfair as it does not distinguish between 
subscribers availing one-off roaming usage and other frequent 
roamers. In fact, the two part cost determination, one covering the 
capex recovery through monthly rental and another for meeting the 
opex recovery through usage charges is throwing up results indicating 
the anomaly described here. On the contrary, incremental cost 
estimates covering both capex and opex together for operators have 
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yielded robust results providing reasonable range of costs. For this 
purpose the recovery of capex and the opex were added for each of the 
licensee and an incremental cost of roaming call per minute was 
derived.”. 

11.18 A composite roaming tariff structure does not mean that 
capital costs associated with access to roaming facility has been left 
o.ut or not taken into account. Far from that. The Authority has 
clearly stated in its Consultation Paper (para 5.5) that, ‘the capital 
cost component has also been subsumed in the incremental cost 
estimates attributable to roaming and thus no category of costs has 
been left out/ What a composite tariff for roaming means is that there 
shall be a roaming tariff based on usage i.e. separately for incoming 
call, local outgoing call and inter-circle outgoing call while roaming on 
a per minute basis without the consumer having to pay any fixed 
monthly charges in the form of rental or otherwise. It is reiterated that 
costs associated with the access to roaming facility is already part of 
the incremental cost arising out of provision of roaming services. 
Further, there shall be no additional PSTN charge (later clarified by 
the Authority as IUC charges) allowed to be charged from the roaming 
subscribers as they are part of the composite roaming tariff (more 
discussion on this later). 

11.19 In the discussions held by the Authority with the mobile 
service providers and their associations during the consultative 
process, a point was made by them that signaling charges are 
incurred on a per subscriber basis for providing roaming facility which 
is of recurring nature and therefore the two part regime containing, 
inter alia, rental should continue to exist in the roaming tariff 
structure. The Authority has found this argument of one of the 
mobile service providers to be untenable for the following reasons, 

namely:- 

i 
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(a) Discussions with the industry sources reveal that by and large, 
mobile service providers have their own signaling system and do 
not depend on the incumbent operator for such a facility any 
more and thus monthly payment on that account on a per 
subscriber basis has almost ceased to exist, 
tbj H is common 1 knowledge that, p. mobile service provider who is 
either, . leasing capacity ,,or setting up its own capacity for 

¥ 4 

carrying long distance; calls including for roaming will not have 
. to separately incur signaling charges payable to another 
operator as it existed several years ago. Carriage charges 
determined by the Authority at Re.0.65 per minute have been 
fully allowed in arriving at the incremental cost arising out of 
'provi sion of roaming services. » 

to) In any ca-sej even conceding, that one or two service providers 
are incurring expenditure on account of signaling charges, the 
amount reported to have been incurred by them in their data 
submissions to the, .Authority (pertaining to FY 2003-04) has 
been included totally without any deductions for purposes of 
arriving at cost estimates on account of provision of roaming 
services. ^ 

(d) The service providers associations who had met the Authority in 
a meeting held on 11.01.07, eventually conceded that on the 
cost estimates or the basis of the cost estimates arrived at by 
the Authority which are shown in the Consultation Paper are 
correct. Their contention was on the ground that forbearance in 
mobile tariffs in general had led to declining tariff environment 
and therefore Authority should desist from continuing with any 
regulation of roaming tariffs in isolation. Examination of this 
issue is contained in an earlier section of this Explanatory 
Memorandum viz. paras 11.1 to 11.7. 

11.20 In this context, the Authority also recalls its Directive dated 
lb 0 2004 wherein it had to mandate the mobile service providers to 
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inform the subscriber through SMS whenever they roam into another 
license area that they would be charged for the roaming facility only if 
the subscriber chooses to either make or receive a call while roaming. It 
was further mandated that any fixed charges for roaming such as 
roaming rental should not be charged unless roaming is activated i.e. 
a call is either made or received by a customer while roaming 
(Directive No.l01-3/2003-MN (Pt.U) dated 16,6.2004 on auto roaming 
services to all prepaid subscribers). Despite such a directive, 
complaints continued to be received by the Authority from prepaid 
subscribers for being charged roaming rental/some fixed charge even 
though they do not want to avail the roaming service, 

11.21 Keeping in view the above" factors, the Authority has decided 
that there shall be no monthly access charges for roaming in the 
name of rental or any other fixed charges for accessing roaming 
facility in any form other than the per minute usage charges of 
roaming whether it is prepaid or postpaid: The Authority also clarifies 
that schemes involving combination of any fixed charges for accessing 
roaming facility and nil or lower charges for usage and . similar other 
plans combining roaming charges with tariffs for content services, etc. 
shall not be permitted as there is every possibility of the tariff 
determination for roaming services getting circumvented giving rise to 
serious problems for monitoring regulated tariffs. 

IV Composite Roaming call charges 

The Authority as explained in the Consultation Paper and 
further amplified in the foregoing paragraphs of this Explanatory 
Memorandum has decided to fix ceiling on tariffs for roaming calls on 
a per minute basis and that tariff is all inclusive. Paras 5.6 to 5.10 of 
the Consultation Paper contain detailed discussions on the routing of 
various types of calls while roaming, the network resources, utilized 

and the underlying cost elements. 
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V Incoming call while roaming 

The following components of cost category are relevant for 
estimating the cost arising out of enabling the roamer in the visiting 
network to receive an incoming call whether it is local or inter circle, 
namely 

(a) Carriage 

(b) Termination 

(c) Access Deficit Charges 

(d) Incremental cost for roaming services 

11.22 Carriage charge is taken to be Re.0.65 per minute which is 
the ceiling carriage charge specified by the Authority in its 
Interconnection Usage Charges (IUC) determination as currently 
applicable. Since roaming tariff is also fixed as a ceiling, the Authority 
has given full provision by taking Re.0.65 per minute as the applicable 
call charge irrespective of the distance slab involved in the roaming. 
Termination charge of Re.0.30 per minute is also the one which is the 
currently applicable as per the IUC determination of the Authority. 
With the change of regime in ADC, access providers are required to 
pay 1.5% of their AGR to BSNL and it has been estimated that at the 
best, per minute ADC shall not exceed Re.0.05. A brief indication of 
the composition of currently prevalent roaming charges is given in the 
Consultation Paper in Chapter 3 in which ADC component of Re.0.05 
per minute is also shown. Thus, these three elements put together 
would amount to Re.l per minute. 

11.23 The Authority then examined the incremental per minute 
cost estimates for roaming service as discussed in the Consultation 
Paper in paras 4.8 to 4.10. From the range of cost estimates shown in 
that Table which is also given in the Appendix-1 to this Note at the 
end of this Explanatory Memorandum, the Authority has decided to 
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adopt the maximum of the cost estimates available for the 17 
licensees. While adopting this cost estimate of Re.0.76 (rounded off to 
0.75) per minute, the Authority is guided by the following, namely:- 

(a) The lowest and highest cost estimate of Re.0.07 and 1.09 
respectively are clear outliers and they need to be excluded from 
consideration. 

(b) The Authority is fixing roaming tariff as ceiling and by this it 
seeks to provide flexibility to operators to offer tariffs in a 
competitive manner. 

(c) The Authority also seeks to permit some additional margin in its 
choice of the available range of cost estimates. 

The sum of all the above categories of cost elements comes to 
Rs. 1.75 per minute. Accordingly, the Authority has decided to fix 
Rs.1.75 per minute as all inclusive roaming tariff for an incoming call 
(local or inter circle). This works out to a reduction of around 56% 
from the maximum tariff applicable for the maximum distance slab as 
prevalent in the market for receiving an incoming call while roaming. 

VI Roaming tariff for an outgoing call - Local 

11.24 The following components of cost category are relevant for 
estimating the cost arising out of enabling the roamer in the visiting 
network to make an outgoing local call, namely:- 

(a) Origination - Re.0:30 

(b) Termination - Re.0.30 

(c) Access Deficit Charges - Re.0.05 

(d) Incremental cost for roaming services - Re.0.75 

11.25 Although origination is forborne, the Authority in its first 
cost based IUC determination had fixed origination charge as the 
same as that of termination i.e. Re.0.30 per minute. Accordingly, 
origination charge of Re.0.30 is taken into account. The sum total of 
all these components of cost categories given above for a local 
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outgoing call while roaming comes to Rs. 1.40 per minute. The 
Authority has therefore decided to fix ceiling roaming tariff on an 
outgoing local call at Rs. 1.40 per minute which will be applicable on 
all such local calls irrespective of the terminating networks. This 
works out to a reduction of around 55% from the maximum tariff 
available in GSM services for making a local outgoing call while 
roaming. 

VII Outgoing call while roaming - Inter-Circle (national long 
distance calls) 

11.26 The following components of cost category are relevant for 
estimating the cost arising out of enabling the roamer in the visiting 

. network to make an outgoing inter circle call, namely:- 

(a) Origination - Re.0.30 

(b) Carriage - Re.0.65 

(c) Termination - Re.0.30 

(d) Access Deficit Charges - Re.0.05 

(e) Incremental cost for roaming services - Re.0.75 

11.27 The sum totals of all these components of cost categories 
given above fpr an outgoing inter circle call while roaming comes to 
Rs.2.05 per minute. While the Authority is fully conscious of the fact 
that the sum of all relevant cost categories comes to Rs.2.05 per 
minute for an inter-circle outgoing call while roaming, in deciding the 
roaming tariffs for this call category, the Authority has kept in view 
the range of prevalent tariffs applicable for the long distance calls 
terminating in different networks. Thus taking into account these 
market realities and the cost estimates at Rs.2.05 per minutes, the 
Authority has decided to fix ceiling roaming tariff on an outgoing inter 
circle call at Rs.2.40 per minute which will be applicable on all such 
calls irrespective of the distance slabs and terminating networks. This 
works out to a reduction of around 40% from the maximum tariff 
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applicable for the maximum distance slab as prevalent in the market 
for making an outgoing inter circle call while roaming. 

vm SMS while Roaming 

11.28 The Authority has examined the viewpoints of various 
stakeholders on the issue posed for consultation i.e. whether the 
outgoing SMS while roaming should attract any tariff other than the 
one applicable in the home network usage. Currently, private GSM 
operators levy Rs.3.45 as SMS charges while roaming. These are 
significantly higher than the charges for SMS applicable in the home 
network. The consumers have represented to the Authority that high 
SMS charges are burdensome to them and in fact they have 
demanded to the Authority to fix tariffs for SMS based on cost. After 
examination of the various viewpoints and on the basis of evidence 
available with the Authority, it has come to the conclusion that there 
appears to be no case for any additional tariff for a short message 
service while roaming (whether for incoming or outgoing) over and 
above what is payable by the subscriber for a similar service in the 

home network. 

11.29 The rationale behind this conclusion of the Authority is given 
below: - 

(a) All the cost items (capital and operating) associated with the 
provision of roaming services have already been taken into 
account in arriving at the cost estimates of roaming calls. 

(b) The Authority recalls its decision dated 21.8.2006 regarding IUC 
for SMS wherein it was stated that, there is no supplemeritary 
cost for the terminating and transiting traffic. Primary resources 
utilised for SMS are necessary provision for handling the 
signalling for the voice traffic and are used for SMS only during 
the period^when it is not used for voice traffic signalling or any 
other service. As such, there is no cost justification for 



88 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pant III— Sic. 4J 


permitting additional levy on the roamer either for an incoming 
or outgoing SMS. 

IX.JO The Authority then examined different offers of tariffs in the 
market for SMS in the home network and concluded that there is a 
divergent offers relating to tariff applicable for SMS both as part of 
tariff plans and in the form of Top-up packs. The Authority then 
weighed the merits and demerits of linking the tariffs for SMS while 
roaming to the tariff applicable for SMS in the home network usage to 
a subscriber and has decided not to mandate applying home tariffs for 
SMS while roaming for the time being. Since the other option of fixing 
a cost oriented SMS was not open to consultation, the Authority 
preferred to forbear in fixing tariffs for outgoing SMS while roaming. 
The analysis of prevailing tariffs for voice calls and SMS while roaming 
reveals that by and large tariffs for SMS are below the call charges. 
With the revision of roaming tariffs for calls, the Authority expects 
that the mobile service providers would voluntarily reduce the charges 
applicable for SMS while roaming. While the Authority is not inclined 
to fix for the time being tariff for SMS while roaming, it may revisit the 
subject in case there are competition issues and more importantly 
where interests of consumers are adversely affected. However, the 
Authority would continue to monitor the market developments 
relating to tariffs applicable for SMS while roaming and intervene if 
circumstances so warrant and so required. In this context, the 
Authority recalls its decision dated the 21 st August, 2006 on 
Interconnection Usage Charges for Short Message Service which is as 
under:- 

The Authority is concerned with the high and increasing 
premium SMS charges. It must be acknowledged that the 
subscriber does not often make his choice on the basis of SMS 
rates. Moreover, the awareness at the subscriber level is low as 
the charges are not so transparent. The subscriber in many 
respects is captive to operator. He is denied the real choice as 



he would be loath to changing operators just on account of SMS 
rates. Also the bundling of service may not highlight the tariff of 
an individual service. While the Authority refrains from making 
any Regulation at this stage it reserves the right to revisit the 
subject in case there are competition issues in the retail iparket 
and more importantly where the consumers interest are 
adversely affected.” 17 

i 

DC Non-applicability of surcharge 

11.31 In the existing regime, a surcharge on airtime component of 
15% is specified under clause 14(a), Schedule II of TTO, 1999 as 
inserted by 18th Amendment to TTO dated 30th January, 2002. The 
Authority has examined the comments of various stakeholders in this 
matter and also the other evidence available and based on which, it 
has been decided not to allow any surcharge on the roaming charges. 
This is justified on the grounds that the IUC regulation that exists 
now provides for mobile termination charge based on cost and the 
home network gets termination charge in respect of calls forwarded to 
its roaming subscribers which was not available when surcharge was 
specified under under clause 14(a), Schedule II of TTO, 1999 as 
inserted by 18 th Amendment to TTO dated 30 th January, 2002. 
Specification of cost based IUC would render the rationale for 
envisaging the surcharge redundant. The industry associations made 
tvyo points in favour of retaining the surcharge. One, provision of 
roaming services involves usage of additional network elements/costs 
such as inter operator signaling, exchange of TAP files, inter operator 
settlements costs and bad debts. Second, they claimed that there is 
also a significant value addition for the customer who avails of this 
service. Both these points have been examined, and the Authority is 
of the view that when all costs relevant for provision of roaming 
services, have been taken into account, there exists no justification for 

17 Decision of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India dated 21" August, 2006 on Interconnection 
Usage Charges for Short Message Service, para 11. 
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levy of surcharge. On the point of bad debts, the Authority has noted 
that in cellular mobile telephony, more than 80% of the subscribers * 
are in prepaid platform where the money is collected in advance by 
the service providers, and there is no merit in the said point. 
Generally, it is seen that service providers also obtain security 
deposits from the post paid subscribers for providing such services 
and credit limits are fixed by the service providers for each post paid 
subscriber depending upon various criteria including the profile of the 
user. Secondly, surcharge has no relationship with value addition as 
claimed. Thirdly, surcharge in any tariff structure cannot allowed to 
be a permanent feature. 

X PSTN Charges 

11.32 In the structure of roaming tariffs as mandated by clause 
14(a), Schedule II of TTO, 1999 as inserted by 18 th Amendment to TTO 
dated 30 th January, 2002, there is a provision for PSTN charges 
applicable from time to time to the fixed network in addition to the 
roaming airtime charge. Subsequently, after the Telecommunication 
Interconnect Usage Charges Regulation 2003, the interpretation of 
what constitutes PSTN charge has undergone a change. This decision 
was communicated by the Authority in 2004 to all stakeholders. 18 
Thus, as per the currently applicable interpretation, PSTN charges has 
been replaced with IUC charges i.e. carriage and termination and 
ADC. Since the cost estimates derived by the Authority include all 
components of IUC charges and ADC and a composite tariff thereof 
has been determined for roaming services separately for each type of 
call, there should be no charges in the name of PSTN. 

11.33 Accordingly, the Authority has decided the following 
tariff structure for various scenarios of call and SMS while 
roaming:- 

18 TRAI Letter No.310*7(28)/2004-Eco. dated 14.5.2004 addressed to all mobile service 
operators/unified access service providers/COAl/ABTO. 




II.,;, for call - osiling of Rs.1.75 pw minute. 

H for outgoing call (local) r caUinf of JU. 1,40 par 


saiauta. 

( 0 ) for totar-cifcla call - oaiUn< cflU.a.40 far minute. 

(4) Monthly accost charga (rental) for roaming - Nil. 

(0) WTN charga* - Nil. 

(I) Surcharge - Nil. 

(g) for incoming SMS while roaming - Nil. 

(h) for outgoing SMS while roaming - Forbearance. 

11.34 T$U|> the revised roaming tariff fixed by the Authority by this 

Order to the TTO, 1939 is all inclusive and is in the nature of a 
c omposite tariff. Since the tariffs applicable are fixed as ceilings, the 
SOtvlos providers have the freedom to offer any tariffs below the 
respective codings- it also important to note that the Authority has 
net pmitted pny Othsr vsrsion of roaming tariff offers in which there 
is scope for breach of ceilings fixed. The mobile service providers are 
requited tg restructure their roaming tariffs consistent with this Order 
and impleiPfSt the same on 15 th February, 2007 and report to the 
dUthefUp pS per the teperting requirement. The Authority ^yould 
elflelf UChltei the developments in the market, and revisit this issue 
ft an apprepriats time and svsn consider leaving roaming tariff to be 
dvivtn bp tbs foSrhft forces if perceptible competition evolves in the 
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Appendix i to the Explanatory Memoranda** 1 
Retracts from Co nsultation Paper No ; 16/2006 

Currently prevalent Roaming Tariffs, charging pattern 

and its Analysis 

2.1 Tariffs for national roaming sendees are in two parts - one being 
the monthly rental and the other being the call charges while roaming. 

Roaming Rental 

2.2 Currently service providers generally levy a monthly rental of 
about Rs.50 for providing access to National Roaming Services as 
against the ceiling rental of Rs.100/- per month fixed by the Authority 
in the year 2002. 

Roaming Call Charges 

2.3 Charging pattern adopted by service providers for national 
roaming calls currently is in the form of composite tariffs which is all 
inclusive i.e. roaming air time charge, IUC/ADC, surcharge. Roaming 
tariffs currently prevalent can be better appreciated if the following 
possible call scenarios are kept in view: 

a) For outgoing locai call while roaming 

b) For outgoing inter-circle call while roaming 

c) For incoming call while roaming 

(b) and (c) above are further classified into different distance slabs. 
Table No. 1 below gives the currently prevalent roaming call charges as 
offered by various operators in respect of general tariff packages both 
in prepaid and postpaid platforms. 
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Table No.l 

Currently prevalent Composite Roaming Call Charges 


_____ jm 

per minute] 

private GSM service 


BSNL 

Distance slabs providers 


(G$M) 


Outgoing call while Roaming 


Local 

2.89 - 3,09 

1.50 

Inter-Circle 



0-50 Kms 

3.09 

2.40 

51-200 Kms 

3.54 

2.40 

201-500 Kms 

3.79 

2.40 

Above 500 

Kms 

3.99 

2.40 


incoming call while Roaming 


0-50 Kms 

3.09 

2.00 

51-200 Kms 

3.54 

2.00 

201-500 Kms 

3.79 

2.00 

Above 500 Kms 

3.99 

2.00 


Note: Major GSM/CDMA operators are offering plans with a 
monthly rental (ranging from Rs.299 to Rs.490) for 
roaming customers. In these plans, roaming tariff is Re. 
1 per minute for roaming in their respective network. 

Local Outgoing call while Roaming 

2.4 The private GSM operators levy tariff ranging from Rs.2.89 to 
Rs.3.09 per minute for a local call while roaming. There is no 
distinction in roaming call charges between prepaid and postpaid 
subscribers in as far as the private GSM operators are concerned. 
BSNL (GSM) charges Rs.1.50 per minute for a local outgoing call while 
roaming. This tariff is common both for prepaid and postpaid 
roaming subscribers. In lifetime plan, BSNL levies a higher tariff of 
Rs.2/- per minute for a local call while roaming. 

2.5 In the case of two CDMA operators offering full mobile services 
i.e. Tata Teleservices and Reliance Communications, roaming call 
charges for local outgoing calls are different depending upon whether 
the subscriber is in prepaid or postpaid platform. For postpaid 
subscribers, roaming call charges for local outgoing calls levied by 
CDMA operators are the same as the applicable tariffs for home 
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network usage. In the case of prepaid subscribers, the applicable 
tariffs generally range from Re.l to Rs.3.00 per minute. However, in 
few long term validity plans, roaming tariffs for local calls are more 

than this range. ? 

♦ 

Inter-Circle Outgoing Call while Roaming 

2.6 Private GSM operators offer a distance based roaming tariffs 
applicable for inter-circle calls. It ranges from Rs.3.09 per minute for 
a distance slab of 0-50 kms to Rs.3.99 per minute for a distance slab 
of above 500 kms. 

2.7 BSNL (GSM) offers its roaming subscribers a distance neutral 
roaming tariff applicable for inter-circle calls at the rate of Rs.2.40 per 
minute. For lifetime plan subscribers, the applicable tariff is Rs.3/- 
per minute. 

2.8 In the case of private CDMA operators they levy a distance 
neutral inter-circle tariff that ranges from Rs.1.00 to Rs.3.99 per 
minute while roaming. The applicable inter-circle roaming tariff for 
postpaid subscribers is linked to the home network tariff plans. 

Incoming Call while Roaming 

2.9 Depending upon the distance slabs, charges for an incoming 
call while roaming vary from Rs.3.09 to Rs.3.99 per minute among the 
private GSM operators. BSNL (GSM) levies a uniform tariff of Rs.2.00 
per minute for all incoming calls while roaming except for lifetime plan 
subscribers at Rs.3 per minute. Private CDMA operators levy a 
distance neutral inter-circle incoming roaming tariff that ranges from 
Rs.1.00 to Rs.3.99 per minute. 




[ VTHttl—35F543 _ *BI tisnn* ; gT^TVK^f . . 

Special Tariff Packages 

2.10 Service providers have offered special tariff packages where 
roaming tariffs are much less when subscribers roam on their 
networks. However, such tariff packages attract higher monthly rent 
of Rs.300 and above. These packages offer a uniform tariff at Re. 1.00 
per minute for all types of roaming calls including incoming calls 
provided the subscribers choose to roam on their own network. 

SMS Charges while Roaming 

2.11 Private GSM operators levy Rs.3.45 as charges for outgoing SMS 
while roaming. BSNL (GSM) levies a tariff ranging from Re.0.80 to 
Re. 1.00 per message from the roaming subscriber. As far as the 
CDMA operators are concerned, the charges applicable for an outgoing 
SMS while roaming would be the same as per the home tariff plan. For 
lifetime plan subscribers of BSNL, SMS costs Rs.2/- per SMS while 
roaming. 

Analysis 

2.12 The analysis of the existing charging pattern of the service 
providers arid the currently prevalent tariffs for roaming reveals the 
following:- 

a) The roaming tariff structure as prevalent in the market is 
' complex and thus there is considerable scope for making it 

more transparent to the consumer. 

b) There is not only a uniformity seen in the charging pattern 
adopted by private GSM operators but there is also 
uniformity in the level of roaming tariffs. Current charging 
pattern amongst them reveals that they adopt a distance 
based charging for roaming calls including incoming calls 
while roaming. This is an evidence of a coordinated pricing 
arrangement among t*p®e operators. 
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c) Full mobile services using CDMA technology are offered by 
two operators viz. Tata Teleservices and Reliance 
Communications. The roaming tariff structure in CDMA 
mobile services is linked to home network tariff plans in 
respect of postpaid subscribers. For prepaid customers, 
roaming tariffs are not linked to the home tariffs. 

d) Off late, CDMA operators have hiked tariff applicable for 
roaming services and in few cases their tariffs exceed that of 
private GSM operators. Charging pattern of CDMA operators 
in respect of roaming calls varies from prepaid to postpaid. 

Need for Review of Roaming Tariffs 

3.1 For quite some time now, stakeholders have been representing 
to the Authority that tariffs applicable for availing roaming services 
are on the higher side. The roaming tariffs fixed by the Authority in 
2002 was based on the incremental cost of providing roaming services 
as it existed four years ago and since then substantial reduction is 
reported to have taken place in such costs. Reduction in tariffs for 
roaming services is not commensurate with the reduction in the 
underlying costs of providing services. 

3.2 Table No.2 gives the trends in composite roaming charges (with 
break-up) as levied by private GSM operators from time to time since 
February 2002 when the ceiling fixed by the Authority came into 
effect. 
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Table No. 2 

Trends in Composite Roaming Charges 

' (Rs. per minute) 


Time Period 

Roaming 

Airtime 

Charge 

Surcharge 

PSTN Charge 
(applicable 
for >500 
kms 

distance 

slab) 

Composite 
Roaming 
Charges 
for the 
subscriber 

February 2002 
(ceiling as per . 

18 th Amendment) 

3.00 

15% 

9.6 

13.05 

March 2003 

(reduction in 

PSTN charges) 

3.00 

15% 

4.8 

8.25 

/ 

May 2004 
(change in 
interpretation of 
applicable PSTN 
charges 

. 3.00 

15% 

2.2 

5.65 

— 

February 2005 
(reduction in 

ADC) 

3.00 

15% 

1.7 

5.15 

1 

May 2005 

1.99 

15% 

1.7 : 

3.99 

Currently 

prevalent 

tariffs** 

2.99 

1.0* 

3.99 


* Re.l/- is arrived at by summing tip maximum carriage charge 
of Re.0.65, termination charge of Re.0.30 and approx. ADC 
component of Re.0.05 per minute. 

** Pvt. GSM service providers report Rs.3.99 composite roaming 
tariffs as applicable for distance slab of 500 kms and above. 

3.3 Trends in the composite roaming charges levied by private GSM 
operators since February 2002 % would indicate clearly that all 
reductions that had taken place till February 2005 were mainly on 
account of reduction in the PSTN charges mandated t>y the Authority 
from time to time. Service providers did not at any point of time 
reduce the roaming airtime charge or the surcharge on roaming 
airtime. They have always been operating at the ceiling fixed. The 
only exception being the reduction of Re.l per minute in the roaming 
airtime charge made by them in May 2005. Even this reduction has 
been almost nullified by the operators when they reported Rs.3.99 per 
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minute as the applicable composite tariff for the distance slab of 500 
kms and above (see last row of Table No.2) 

3.4 Reduction in the cost of providing roaming services including 
reduction on account of access deficit charge payable by operators on 
account of movement to revenue share regime of ADC payment does 
not appear to have been passed on fully by service providers to 
customers. Similarly, reduction in carriage charge effected by the 
Authority in its recent determination of IUC regulation dated 
23.2.2006 does not appear to have been fully reflected in the retail 
tariffs applicable for long distance calls and roaming services. 
Further, the reduction in annual license fee payable by NLDOs from 
15% of Adjusted Gross Revenue (AGR) to. 6% of AGR effected by the 
Government, which is one of the major opex items of costs has not 
been passed on to the consumers by the operators. Some operators 
have in fact hiked the tariffs applicable for roaming services during 
recent months which suggests that roaming services market is not 
sufficiently competitive. Barring few service providers, generally every 
operator levies a higher tariff for SMS while roaming, which does not 
appear to reflect the cost of providing such a service. 

3.5 The Authority from time to time has attempted to stimulate 
competition in the market by enhancing consumer transparency 
through various directions and advisories issued to operators 
mandating them to publish tariff inter-alia roaming tariffs in their 
websites and through other means. However, imposition of such 
regulatory obligations does not appear to have had any salutary effect 
on the subscriber tariff for national roaming services in the market.' 

This is mainly on account of the market not being sufficiently 
competitive in respect of roaming services. 
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Analysis of the State of competition In roaming services segment 

3.6 While competition is considered to be adequate in mobile 
telephony services in India, the same is not true of roaming services 
segment of the mobile telephony. Evidence available with 
Authority on subscriber's tariff for roaming services reveal that 
there appears to be a coordinated arrangement tn pricing of 
roaming services among the private QSM service providers. 
Tariffs applicable for roaming services are not only uniform among 
these operators for various types of roaming calls but are also similar 
/ identical for varidus distance slabs as well. Further, in many 
instances in the past, changes in roaming tariff had been effected 
almost simultaneously. 

3.7 CDMA mobile operators admittedly have contributed to the 

\ 

enhanced level of competition in mobile telephony in a big way. 
However, as far as roaming services is concerned, the competition is 
not considered effective enough due to the fact that the roaming 
service available to the subscriber of CDMA network is limited to the 
CDMA network of the same operator. Over a period of time, CDMA 
service providers have also started levying comparable roaming tariffs 
as that of the private GSM operators. 

3.8 The ceiling tariffs fixed vide 18th Amendment to TTO dated 
30.1.2002 is outdated in the sense that significant developments have 
taken place since then in the market, all of which have implications 
for tariffs to the consumers. Notable among them being the decline in 
the cost of provision of service owing to explosive growth of subscriber 
base and the minutes of usage reported by mobile operators in 
general. Data reported to the Authority for select operators shows 
that the number of subscribers with roaming facility has increased 
manifold during the period from 2001 to 2004. For the same period, 
the roaming minutes of usage has registered steep increase as per the 
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data reported to the Authority. Another significant development since 
the time the roaming tariff was fixed in 2002 pertains to the 
introduction of cost-based IUC regime in 2003 which inter-alia 
includes specification of termination charges at Re.0.30 per minute 
and introduction of calling party pays (CPP) regime. Further, the cost 
based IUC regime is being revised from time to time since 2003. One 
other major development having implications for consumer tariffs 
including roaming services is the change of regime of the ADC 
payment from per minute call basis to a revenue share regime. As 
discussed in the earlier paragraphs, reduction in the cost of provision 
of services does not appear to have been fully reflected in the roaming 
tariffs applicable to subscribers. 

3.9 Price regulation is considered relevant when market forces are 
insufficient to prevent the exercise of market power. The 
considerations that were responsible for regulatory intervention in the 
market by imposing tariff regulations in roaming services are not only 
relevant today but have also become more important for reasons 
discussed in the foregoing paragraphs. Consumers cannot be 
expected to pay prices for services that are unjustifiably higher than 
the cost of providing such services and also with no prospects of any 
internal correction. 

3.10 One of the operators with significant market share conveyed its 
scheme for additional revenue share over and above the prescribed 
termination charge for terminating the roaming calls (national and 
international) in its network and sought a provision for entering into 
commercial agreements with other operators on reciprocal basis. The 
Authority after going through a consultation process on this issue 
gave its ruling vide its letter dated 11.9.2006 (copy at Annexure-2) 
wherein it reiterated that there was no justification for a revenue 
sharing arrangement among operators in respect of roaming calls 
including international ones. Nevertheless , the Authority reiterated its 
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concern about high roaming tariffs levied by service providers and 
indicated that it would in the near future consider issuing a 
Consultation Paper to review the present roaming tariff regime. 

3.11 A further cause of user and consumer concern is that roamers 
pay charges for receiving mobile calls while they are roaming contrary 
to the calling party pays (CPP) principle. This observation is relevant 
in the Indian context because the “service area” in India is based on 
circle basis, unlike ipany countries in the world where the entire 
country is one* service area. 

Msthodotegy of Cost Estimation 

Methodology proposed for determination of Roaming Tariffs 

4.1 The 18 th Amendment to TTO adopted an incremental cost 
approach while deciding the tariff regime applicable for national 
roaming. Only the directly attributable incremental costs associated 
with roaming facility was taken into consideration. The approach 
proposed to be adopted by the Authority for determination of costs in 
this exercise will also be the same. It is proposed to consider same 
set of elements of capital costs and operating costs that had been 
taken into account by the Authority while determining the roaming 
tariffs in 2003 . • 

Data ConaUtoncy tnd Verification 

4.2 The Authority vide its letter No.301-27/2004-Ecn. dated 
29 . 6.2004 informed all the cellular mobile service providers a.-4 their 
industiy association* about its intention to review roaming tariffs 
which were specified in January 2002. Accordingly, it sought revenue 
and cost data in respect of roaming services as per standard format 
(Annexure-3) from the service providers. Data on cost of providing 
roaming services was received from operators for two years (FY 2002- 
03 and 2003-04) in respect of 25 licensees across the country covering 
metro and rion-metro circles. Examination of the data received from 
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operators shows that data in respect of few licensees was not 
amenable for analysis of cost for a number of reasons like 
inconsistencies in respect of data for certain parameters, absence of 
any specific basis of apportionment, etc. and thus these had to be 
excluded from analysis. 

Capital Expenditure (capex) Recovery 

4.3 Two factors are considered when calculating the required 
annual return to the licensee for estimating the cost of providing the 
service over and above the recovery of operational expenditure. These 
are recovery of depreciation on assets and return on capital employed 
(ROCEJ which is also known as weighted average cost of capital 
(WACC). Since capital assets are in the form of equipment, there is a 
need to devise'a mechanism for recovery of the capex over a period of 
time, besides providing for opex (discussions on this follow later). 
Towards this end, an annual depreciation rate of 10% has been 
assumed for capex recovery of capital assets. This is derived from 
straight line depreciation calculations on the life of capital assets of 
ten years. Suggestions by industry sources indicate that the 
depreciation period for equipments which are considered as capital 
assets in this service could be longer than considered above, thereby 
reducing the annual return required. However, in general, 
depreciation calculated at 10 years life period could be taken as 
reasonable basis for calculation. The second part of capex recovery is 
setting the value for ROCE, which will be applied to the total capital 
expenditure amount claimed by the licensees and is treated as the 
required annual return on the capital invested and employed. A 
WACC of 14% has been adopted for this exercise based on the data 
submitted by the operators. This is almost the same WACC as was 
adopted by the Authority in the recent past tariff determinations. In 
this exercise, the Authority has allowed reasonable rate of return on 
net capital invested in various network elements to provide the 
roaming services as at the end of March 2006. To arrive at the net 
capital investment, the accumulated depreciation from the original 


[ »TFTIII— 13 * 54 ] 




103 


capital investment in various network elements has been deducted as 
per their base years. 

Operational Expenditure (open) 

4.4 All the items of operational costs claimed by operators as* 
operational expenditure required to be incurred for providing the 
facility of roaming services that are consistent with the heads of 
expenditure that had been allowed by the Authority in its previous 

determination in the year 2002 have been included in the estimation 
of costs. 

4.5 Based on the data on total capital expenditure attributable to 
roaming facility as claimed by service providers, capex recovery for FY 
2006-07 was arrived at by applying cost of capital at 14% per annum 
after adjusting for applicable depreciation as described above. 
Separately, opex recovery was effected based on data in respect of 
annually recurring operating expenditure and the roaming minutes of 
usage as provided by the operators. To this cost, license fee and 
spectrum charges at 10% were also addeef as these are annually 
payable charges and form part of the costs. It is noteworthy that 
license fee and spectrum charges considered for purposes of cost 
calculation in the roaming tariff determination of 2002 was 15% of 
AGR. 

4.6 The analysis of data on costs in respect of various operators in 
respect of the two part costing exercise reveals that it may be 
necessary to derive the incremental cost arising out of roaming 
services covering both capex and opex. The necessity of deriving 
incremental cost of a roaming call in this manner is discussed in the 
following paragraph. 

4.7 Separate estimates for determination of monthly rental and 
roaming call charges do not appear to be realistic in the present 
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context on account of the asymmetrical distribution of In-roaming 
Minutes of Usage and the subscriber base availing roaming facility 
across operators. Data available indicates that the total number of in- 
roamers into the network of an operator in a particular service area is 
several times that of the number of subscribers who have availed 
roaming facility on payment of monthly rentals in the same service 
area of the same operator. If monthly rental has to be determined 
purely based on the number of subscribers with roaming facility, then 
the cost will be disproportionately loaded on such roairiing 
subscription resulting in high rental amount. Such a situation would 
be iniquitous and thus unfair as it does not distinguish between 
subscribers availing one-off roaming usage and other frequent 
roamers. In fact, the two part cost determination, one covering the 
capex recovery through monthly rental and another for meeting the 
opex recovery through usage charges is throwing up results indicating 
the anomaly described here. On the contrary, incremental cost 
estimates covering both capex and opex together for operators have 
yielded robust results providing reasonable range of costs. 

4.8 For this purpose the recovery of capex and the opex were added 
for each of the licensee and an incremental cost of roaming call per 
minute was derived. Table No.4 below gives the summary position of 
incremental cost estimates of a roaming call per minute for each of the 
licensee. 
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Table No.4 

Summary of Calculations of Incremental Cost Estimates for 
Ro a min g Service for the FT 3006-07 


(Re. per minute) 


Ssnrics Provider 

Bass Yssr 

FY 2002-03 

FY 2003-04 

Ucsnsss-1 

0.92 

0.76 

Ucsnsss-2 

0.56 

0.26 

Ucsnsss - 3 

0.26 

0.24 

Ucsnsss-4 

0.36 

warn 

Lietnsss-6 

0J9 

1 

Ucmm-I 

0.41 

" 1 "■ 7 ' 

0.42 

Ucsnsss-7 

1.18 

NA 

Ucsnsss-8 

0.22 

0.33 

Ucsnsss- 9 

NA 

0.07 

Ucsnsss -10 

1.12 

0.62 

Ucsnsss -11 

NA 

0.48 

Ucsnsss -12 

0.64 

0.24 

Ucsnsss -13 

0.66 

0.37 

Ucsnsss -14 

3.30 

1.09 

Ucsnsss -15 

0.31 

0.19 

Ucsnsss -16 

NA 

0.27 

Ucsnsss-17 

0.35 

0.23 


Results of cost estimation 

4.9 The lowest of the cost estimates is Re.0.07 per minute and the 
highest of the cost estimates is placed at Re. 1.09 per minute. These 
are obviously outliers as is evident from Table No.4. Range of cost 
estimates fall between Re.0.19 to Re.0.62 per minute barring one 
estimate at Re.0.76 per minute shown against Licensee 1. Seven out 
of seventeen licensees cost estimates show that it is hovering around 
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Re.0.25 per minute. Cost estimates in respect of five licensees fall 
within the range of Re.0.30 to 0.50 per minute. As stated earlier, two 
estimates are clear outliers i.e. Rs.1.09 and 0.07 per minute and two 
other estimates at Re.0.76 and 0.62 per minute are also outside the 
two commonly found range of cost estimates. 

4.10 The Authority has also noted that between the two years for 
which cost estimates have been worked out based on the cost data of 
the operators, there has been a substantial decline of costs in the 
second year (see Table No.4). Extent of decline in the cost per minute 
for a roaming call within a period of one year ranges from 5% to as 
high as 67%. Explosive growth of subscriber base coupled with 
increase in usage of subscribers shall in the views of the Authority 
justifiably accelerate the decline in the cost of providing roaming 
services. Further, the Authority also notes that the traffic data 
(roaming MOU) considered for the analysis for purposes of roaming 
tariff review in this exercise pertains to the FY 2003-04 and the likely 
implementation period of the revised roaming tariff structure would 
begin in the fourth quarter of 2006-07. To that extent, the estimates 
of incremental cost derived contains a buffer element. 
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